


TWICE A MONTH 
$8.00 A YEAR 


SEPTEMBER 1, 1961 


VOL. XXVII, No. 22 
40 cents per copy 





By Douglas Dillon 


The Freedom and Dignity of Man 


THE FUTURE COURSE OF OUR HEMISPHERE 


Encroaching Control 
KEEP GOVERNMENT POOR AND REMAIN FREE 


Discipline in a Free Society 
PERSONAL ACCEPTANCE OF RESPONSIBILITY 


A Significance for the Individual 


THE MEANING OF LIFE 


The Personal Practice of Patriotism 
KNOW SOMETHING, BE SOMETHING, DO SOMETHING 


% 
Tyranny of Words 
THE GAP BETWEEN PLEDGE AND PERFORMANCE 


Our Freedom to Fail 


THE SPIRIT OF ADVENTURE 


The New Tomorrow 
NEW BUSINESS OPPORTUNITIES IN AFRICA 


Frontiers: New and Old 


THE WELFARE STATE AND SOCIALISM 


The Psychology of Fatherhood 


‘ CHILDREN LEARN WHAT THEY LIVE 


IMPARTIAL . 


CONSTRUCTIVE ° 


Secretary of the Treasury—Page 674 


By Ronald Reagan 


Actor—Page 677 


By Arleigh A. Burke 


Admiral, United States Navy—Page 681 


By James O. Dobbs, Jr. 


Industrial Relations Consultant and Lecturer—Page 687 


By Ed Lipscomb 


National Cotton Council—Page 683 


By Luther W. Youngdahl 


United States District Court, 
District of Columbia—Page 689 


By Ray R. Eppert 


President, Burroughs Corp.—Page 692 


By Frederick D. Patterson 


President Emeritus, Tuskegee Institute—Page 694 


By Glenn E. Hoover 


Professor Emeritus, Mills College—Page 697 


By Daniel G. Brown 


USAF Hospital—Page 700 


AUTHENTIC 


THE BEST THOUGHT OF THE BEST MINDS ON CURRENT NATIONAL QUESTIONS 








Vital Speeches of the Day 


REG. U. S. PAT. OFF. 


VOL. XXVII 


SEPTEMBER 1, 1961 _ 





~ ae 
The Freedom And Dignity Of Man 
THE FUTURE COURSE OF OUR HEMISPHERE 
By DOUGLAS DILLON, Secretary of the Treasury and Chairman of the United States Delegation 


Delivered at the Special Meeting of the Inter-American Economic and Social Council, 
Punta del Este, Uruguay, South America, August 7, 1961 


IT WAS a great American—Jose Marti—who reminded us 
that “We Americans are one in origin, in hope and in 
danger.” 

We meet today in fulfillment of that concept—brought to- 
gether by our common origin, fired by our common hopes, 
determined to conquer our common dangers. 

We assemble here at Punta del Este to chart the future 
course of our Hemisphere. Upon our deliberations and deci- 
sions rest the hopes of Americans yet to come. What we are 
able to accomplish here may well determine whether the most 
cherished values of our civilization—the freedom and the dig- 
nity of man—are to be strengthened and expanded 

This is a revolutionary task. But we are no strangers to revo- 
lution. From the shores of the Americas almost 200 years ago, 
went forth the call to freedom and national independence 
which today guides men’s actions in all the turbulent conti- 
nents of the world. 

It was our Hemisphere which first proved that men could 
rule themselves, that colonial shackles could be cast off, and 
that governments could be the instruments of man’s liberty. 

This was the spirit of our revolution and of the revolutions 
it has inspired. It is the spirit which has shaped our Hemis- 
phere. It is the spirit of our continuing struggle against the 
despotism which is as ancient as the Pharaohs—no matter what 
new form it may assume and it is that spirit—the legacy of 
Artigas and San Martin, of Bolivar and Washington, of O'Hig- 
gins and Jose Bonifacto—which guides our actions here today. 

But the fruits of the American revolution have not yet been 
extended to all our people. Throughout the Hemisphere mil- 
lions still live with hunger, poverty and despair. They have 
been denied access to che benefits of modern knowledge and 
technology. And they now demand those benefits for them- 
selves and for their children. 


We cannot rest content until these just demands are met. 
And it is our profound conviction that they can be met only 
by free men working within a framework of free institutions. 

That is what the Alliance for Progress is about. It is a bold 
and massive effort to bring meaning and dignity into. the lives 
of all our people to demonstrate to the world that freedom and 
progress walk hand in hand. 

To accomplish this, we must dedicate ourselves to the prop- 
osition that the decade of the sixties will be a decade of 
democratic progress—a period which will witness great for- 
ward strides in the development of Latin America—a period 
in which all our nations will greatly advance the standard of 
living of their peoples. 

Underlying the effort we must make are certain basic prin- 
ciples: 

First, no developing nation can progress unless it makes 
heroic efforts to summon its people to the task of development, 
unless it dedicates a larger proportion of domestic resources to 
the common effort, and unless it calls upon all groups in the 
society to make fresh and larger contributions to the cause of 
national progress. 

Second, developing countries need national programs of eco- 
nomic and social development—programs which set forth goals 
and priorities and ensure that available resources are used in the 
most effective manner. Long-term development plans can 
greatly speed the process of growth. 

Third, national development programs must recognize the 
right of all the people to share fully in the fruits of progress. 
For there is no place in our democratic life for institutions 
which benefit the few while denying the needs of the many. 

We welcome the revolution of rising expectations among 
our peoples: and we intend to transform it into a revolution 
of rising satisfactions. 
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DOUGLAS DILLON 


To carry out these principles will often require difficult and 
far-reaching changes. It will require a strengthening of tax 
systems so that would-be evaders will know they face strict 
penalties, and so that taxes are assessed in accordance with 
ability to pay. It will require land reform so that under-utilized 
soil is put to full use and so that farmers can own their own 
land. It will require lower interest rates on loans to small farm- 
ers and small business. It will require greatly increased pro- 
grams of education, housing and health. And for the United 
States it will require a clear acceptance of further responsibili- 
ties to aid our sister republics. 

—We can press forward with industrialization to help mod- 
ernize our economies and provide employment for our rapidly 
growing urban populations. 

—We can establish a society in which no man wants for 
food, and all have access to education. 

—We can clear away city slums and wipe out disease by 
making full use of the wonders of modern medicine. 

—We can eliminate the poverty which burdens our farm- 
ers, and make it possible for every man to own the land he 
works. 

—We can do away with the social and economic injustice 
which undermines free political institutions. 

All this and more is within our power if we dedicate the 
creative energies of free men to the cause of progress. 

This is what President Kennedy meant by his call for an 
Alliance for Progress. 

Mr. Chairman: Here at Punta del Este there lies before us 
the opportunity to create a solid framework of inter-American 
cooperation to carry forward the Alliance for Progress. To 
build that framework we must, here and now, chart the course 
we are determined to follow in the decade of the sixties. 

—Let us establish the economic and social goals we shall 
pursue in the next ten years. 

—Let us determine to prepare, as rapidly as possible, com- 
prehensive, long-term national development programs, mean- 
while going ahead at full speed with urgent development proj- 
ects and measures that are ready for consideration. 

—Let us greatly strengthen our inter-American machinery 
for economic and social progress, harnessing our best talents 
in the service of developments. 

—Let us concert our policies to expand world markets for 
our exports and to bring greater stability to our foreign ex- 
change earnings. 

—Let us move ahead with economic integration in Latin 
America, releasing the powerful stimulus which this move- 
ment can give to the development process. 

—Let us also build a great common market of intellectual, 
cultural and scientific interchange. For this will forge indis- 
soluble ties among our peoples to their mutual enrichment. 

My delegation is prepared to discuss in detail these essen- 
tials of the Alliance for Progress. Meanwhile, I wish to make 
certain observations on some of the more important of them: 

It has been suggested by the group of experts that a major 
goal of national development programming should be the 
achievement of a substantial and sustained increase in per 
capital growth rates, the target for any Latin American country 
to be set at not less than 24 per cent per year, which means 
an average overall growth rate of better than 5 per cent. 

My government is in agreement with this concept. More- 
over, we believe that this goal is attainable. Growth rates have 
not been adequate in the past; we can and must do better. 

But this requires the will to devote adequate internal re- 
sources to development and to do so wisely in accordance with 
well conceived plans and programs. If this is done the vital 
supplement of external resources will be available. 

In his message to this conference on Saturday, President 
Kennedy pledged the full support of the United States and 
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pointed out that public assistance from United States to Latin 
America has already been increased to an annual rate of more 
than one billion dollars—three times last year’s amount. 

This is a measure of our continuing devotion to the con- 
cepts of the Alliance for Progress. Furthermore, it is our inten- 
tion that future development loans made by our new aid 
agency will be on a long-term basis running where appropriate 
up to fifty years. We also intend to make the bulk of these 
loans at very low or zero rates of interests. 

Looking to the years ahead, and to all sources of external 
financing—from international institutions, from Europe and 
Japan as well as from North America, from new private invest- 
ment as well as from public funds—Latin America, if it takes 
the necessary internal measures, can reasonably expect its own 
efforts to be matched by an inflow of capital during the next 
decade amounting to at least twenty billion dollars. And most 
of this will come from public sources. The problem, I am con- 
vinced, will no longer lie in shortages of external capital, but 
in organizing effective development programs so that both 
domestic and foreign capital can be put to work rapidly, wisely, 
and well. 

In these programs education must receive a high priority. 
Our goal must be to insure that a decade from now every Latin 
American youngster who reaches the age of 12 is able to read, 
write and do simple arithmetic. These tools will give him access 
to the great storehouse of human knowledge and will open 
the road to self-improvement. 

It therefore behooves all nations in the hemisphere—even, 
and perhaps especially, the poorest—to enlarge the share of 
national income devoted to education. 

Along with greater financial support, our educational institu- 
tions require far-reaching reforms—and I include those of my 
own country. Curriculums must be brought up to date, and 
techniques of teaching and learning must likewise be modern- 
ized. 

A task force on education should be created immediately. 
Such a task force can be the needed catalyst to rapid progress 
on the education front. It can clarify the educational needs of 
each country including manpower requirements. It can estab- 
lish priorities for meeting these needs. 

In addition to education, our agenda, in item I (E), looks 
toward the formulation of detailed policies and recommenda- 
tions in a number of other specialized fields, including invest- 
ment programming, industrialization, agricultural improve- 
ment, and public health. I hope that this conference will call 
upon the Secretary-General of the OAS to promptly establish 
task forces to consider these problems. 

I believe it is especially urgent to set up a task force on 
land reform. Such a task force could recommend the measures 
required to bring about the great increase in agricultural pro- 
ductivity which we must have—while at the same time assur- 
ing that the benefits of this productivity are available to all 
who work the land. This may often mean not only the settle- 
ment of public lands but also the redistribution of under-used 
latifundia. It will also mean a whole host of new techniques, 
including expanded credit facilities, the promotion of cooper- 
atives, and provision of effective extension services. 

The United States is prepared to finance inter-American 
task forces in these various fields to elaborate the specific and 
concerted actions which countries need to consider in drawing 
up their programs. 

In the vitally important fields of tax administration and tax 
structure, two conferences have already been arranged for this 
fall and next spring under the auspices of the OAS and ECLA. 
We believe that this meeting should endorse the purposes of 
these conferences. Their results could prove to be of enormous 
help in mobilizing the resources required for economic and 
social progress. 
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Low cost housing is another vital ingredient of the Alliance 
for Progress. We congratulate the Inter-American Develop- 
ment Bank for its prompt action in utilizing funds from the 
social progress trust fund to finance housing projects in Pan- 
ama and Venezuela, as well as for the loan just announced to 
help small farmers in El Salvador. The United States believes 
that an immediate and large-scale program—perhaps as much 
as 100 million dollars—for aided self-help housing would be 
a wise investment of the funds provided to the IDB by the 
United States under the social progress trust agreement. 

Enlarged expenditures for economic and social progress call 
for the reduction of needless or luxurious expenditures for 
other purposes. It is time we brought these considerations to 
bear on military expenditures in considering the competing 
demands of development and inter-American defense. As min- 
isters of finance or economy we need to encourage those re- 
sponsible for our common defense to engage in the critical 
review required to avoid imbalances between military and 
other expenditures. The Inter-American Defense Board can 
give invaluable assistance in identifying essential requirements 
for defense against both direct and indirect aggression. 

One important element in the proposed new structure of 
inter-American cooperation is the Committee on Development 
Plans first suggested by the expert group on topic I of our 
agenda. A special committee of highly qualified and experi- 
enced experts could review national development programs 
in close consultation with the governments concerned and pro- 
vide independent evaluations which would be helpful in 
enlisting the support of other governments and international 
institutions. 

Such a committee would not interfere with the responsibil- 
ity of each national government to formulate its own targets, 
priorities, and measures for national development. But it would 
be an instrument of great value in facilitating the systematic 
and sustained provision of outside assistance for soundly con- 
ceived progress. The details of its membership, staffing, loca- 
tion, relations with the Inter-American Development Bank, 
and other such matters, are all matters for our working com- 
miittees to settle. 

If a body of highly qualified and impartial experts is estab- 
lished, my own government would expect its recommendations 
to be of great importance in determining the allocation of our 
own resources to Latin America for development purposes. 
We would also expect other friendly governments which are 
potential suppliers of capital, together with the international 
institutions in which we participate, to accept these expert 
recommendations as a major factor in their decisions on aid 
for Latin America. 

Continued and steady economic growth demands a solid 
basis in expanding trade. The development of measures to sta- 
bilize, strengthen and enlarge the markets for Latin American 
exports must therefore be an integral part of the Alliance for 
Progress. The United States is ready to cooperate in seeking 
workable solutions for commodity problems and to give its 
support to the activities of the various international bodies in 
this field. 

The most urgent and important commodity problem con- 
fronting the countries of Latin America is that of coffee. A sol- 
ution to this problem must be found. The current coffee situ- 
ation results in a needless drain on resources and is a threat 
to the economic well-being and stability of 14 nations of the 
Hemisphere. 

The weakness of the existing coffee agreement is twofold: 

Its membership has been limited to exporters only. 

And it has not been possible to make its export quotas fully 
effective. 

We believe that an entirely new agreement is needed. For 
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if export earnings. of the coffee producing countries are to be 
safeguarded, quotas must be geared to actual consumption and 
must be enforceable. The United States is prepared to join a 
workable coffee agreement, to use its good offices to urge the 
participation of other consuming countries, and to help in the 
enforcement of export quotas through the use of import con- 
trols. We all know that any lasting stabilization of prices will 
also require courageous programs to deal effectively with over- 
production. 

When the coffee study group meets in September, the United 
States will propose that a new agreement be drafted to achieve 
these ends. 

Tin is another commodity of importance to this Hemisphere. 
In urder to strengthen and support the international tin agree- 
ment we plan to discuss with the Tin Council, at an early date, 
the terms of possible United States accession to the agreement. 

We also believe that the proposal in the report of the group 
of experts for an export receipts stabilization fund is worthy 
of carefuly study. It offers promising possibilities even though 
there are many technical and policy issues regarding the scope, 
functions and financing of the suggested fund which must be 
carefully weighed. In the third committee my delegation will 
propose the appointment of a task force to meet promptly 
after this conference to explore the plan in detail and make 
appropriate recommendations. 

I turn now to the economic integration of Latin America. 
Four countries of Central America have agreed upon a full 
customs union with internal free trade for substantially all 
their production. Their bold and decisive action commands our 
admiration. We are confident that it will open the way to 
their accelerated development. 

The ratification of the Montevideo Treaty establishing the 
Latin American Free Trade Association is another significant 
milestone along the road to a Latin American common market. 
It is our hope that its members will find it possible to expand 
rapidly the list of products which are to be traded freely so 
that the full benefits of integration can be realized. 

The United States is deeply conscious of the concern in 
many Latin American countries for the future of their export 
markets in the European Economic Community. That Com- 
munity has committed itself to a liberal commercial policy. All 
of us in the Western Hemisphere have the right to expect that 
this commitment will be honored. In addition to protecting 
our own commercial interests, the United States will continue 
to urge upon the Community the importance of fair treat- 
ment for exports of special interest to Latin America and other 
developing areas. I think this conference should know that in 
recent weeks the United States has proposed to the Community 
the adoption of a program to eliminate the tariff preferences 
on tropical products now accorded the Associated Overseas 
Territories. Furthermore, we have informed the Community 
that we are prepared to give financial support to such a pro- 
gram. We will continue to press this proposal. 

Mr. President, we are met here at an eastern outpost of a 
great and rich continent. Across that continent live millions of 
people struggling to break the bonds which chain them to 
lives of endless toil, of disease, and hunger and hopeless pov- 
erty. We are here to help them break those bonds—to build 
the foundations on which will rise a new hemisphere—a 
hemisphere where human freedom flourishes in lands of hope 
and progress. 

We approach this task with full knowledge of its vast 
dimensions—of the enormity of the struggle which lies ahead. 
But we also approach it with sure confidence in the uncon- 
querable powers of free men—and with faith in the God who 
has guided us so surely through the dangers of the past. 

Working together—with His help—I am confident we will 
succeed. 
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KEEP GOVERNMENT POOR AND REMAIN FREE 
By RONALD REAGAN, Actor 


Delivered before the Orange County California Press Club, July 28, 1961 


T MUST SEEM presumptuous to some of you for a mem- 
ber of my profession to stand here and attempt to talk on 
problems of the nation. It would be strange if it were 

otherwise. We in Hollywood are not unaware of the concept 
many of our fellow citizens have of us and of our industry. We 
realize that our merchandise is made up of tinsel, colored lights 
and a large measure of make-believe. It is also true that our 
business methods and practices have reflected this footlight 
glamour more than the very real side of our very real business. 

However, a few years ago “a funny thing happened to us 
on the way to the theatre.” Ugly reality came to our town on 
direct orders of the Kremlin. Hard core party organizers infil- 
trated our business. They created cells, organized Communist 
fronts, and for a time, deceived numbers of our people, who 
with the best of intentions, joined these fronts while still 
ignorant of their true purpose. The aim was to gain economic 
control of our industry and then subvert our screens to the 
dissemination of Communist propaganda. 

Whatever the shortcomings, Hollywood had achieved a great 
deal. In the finest traditions of free enterprise, 70 per cent of 
the playing time of all the screens of the world had been cap- 
tured by the output of the American film capitol. You may 
disagree sometimes with our “boy meets girl” plot, but all 
over the world our pictures were a window through which less 
fortunate humans had a glimpse of freedom and of our mate- 
rial comforts as well. The men in the Kremlin wanted this 
propaganda medium for their own destructive purposes. 

Confident of their power, the Reds in our midst made one 
mistake in judgment. They mistook their ability to deceive for 
success in conversion. Under the guise of a jurisdictional strike, 
they made an open effort to destroy the guilds and unions who 
remained free trom their control. Ultimately, they hoped for 
one vertical union of motion picture people under the umbrel- 
la of Harry Bridges’ maritime union. After the first shock, the 
people of the movie colony rallied quickly—we lived through 
scenes that heretofore had been only make-believe. Thousands 
of massed pickets overturned cars, homes were bombed, and 
threats of acid in the face were directed at performers. Months 
later their power was broken. The studios had remained open 
thanks to the refusal of management and the majority of our 
people to be intimidated. 

We now know of course that we only won an isolated battle. 
In the “spirit of Camp David” the Communist party has 
ordered once again the infiltration of the picture business as 
well as the theatre and television. They are crawling out from 
under the rocks; and memories being as short as they are, there 
are plenty of well-meaning but misguided people willing to 
give them a hand. 

We don’t mean to present ourselves as “being able to run 
the circus now that we've. seen the monkey,” but it is possible 
we have an awareness not shared by many of our fellow citizens. 

Most people agree that the ideological struggle with Russia 
is the number one problem in the world. Millions of words 
are used almost daily to record the fluctuating temperature of 
the cold war. And yet, many men in high places in govern- 
ment and many who mould opinion in the press and on the 
airwaves, subscribe to a theory that we are at peace, and we 
must make no overt move which might endanger that peace. 
“Men cry peace, but there is.no peace.” The inescapable truth 


is that we are at war, and we are losing that war simply be- 
cause we don’t, or won't, realize that we are in it. 

True, it is a strange war fought with unusual weapons, but 
we cannot yell foul, because it is a declared war. Karl Marx 
established the cardinal principle that Communism and — 
italism cannot co-exist in the world together. Our way of life, 
our system, must be totally destroyed; then the world commu- 
nist state will be erected on the ruins. In interpreting Marx, 
Lenin said, “It is inconceivable that the Soviet Republic should 
continue to exist for a long period side by side with imperial- 
istic states. Ultimately, one or the other must conquer.” 

Last November, the communist parties of 81 countries held 
a convention in Moscow; and on December 6, re-affirmed this 
principle of war to the death. In a 20,000-word manifesto, 
they called on Communists in countries where there were non- 
communist governments to be traitors and work for the de- 
struction of their own governments by subversion and treason. 

Only in that phase of the war which causes out greatest fear 
are we ahead—the use of armed force. Thanks to the dedicated 
patriotism and realistic thinking of our men in uniform we 
would win a shooting war. But, this isn’t a decisive factor in 
the Communist campaign. They never really intended to con- 
quer us by force unless we yielded to a massive peace campaign 
and disarmed. Then, the Russians would resort to armed con- 
flict if it could shortcut their time table with no great risk to 
themselves. 

In 1923, Lenin said that they would take Eastern Europe, 
next organize the hordes of Asia, then surround the United 
States, and, he predicted, “. . . that last bastion of Capitalism 
will not have to be taken. It will fall into our outstretched 
hands like over-ripe fruit.” 

Eastern Europe has been taken, and they are organizing the 
hordes of Asia around the red colossus of China. Even now, it 
would appear we are preparing to drink the bitter cup of capit- 
ulation in Laos only partly diluted by face-saving devices. Cuba 
is a Soviet beach-head ninety miles off shore, and more than 
250,000 communist organizers are spread up and down Latin 
America. 

Meanwhile, other communist tactics are also working on 
schedule. Bulganin said, “The American working man is too 
well fed; we cannot appeal to him, but when through inflation 
America has priced herself out of the world market and unem- 
ployment follows—then we will settle our debt with the United 
States.” 

American apathy is due at least in part to our belief that the 
small number of American Communists is evidence of weak- 
ness and a lack of threat. But, history makes no secret of the 
fact that Lenin became the leader of the world conspiracy on 
just that issue—that the Communist party would remain a 
small, dedicated, highly-trained cadre which would use and 
manipulate the masses when necessary. Lenin termed us the 
“willing idiots.” In our life time, this dedicated handful has 
enslaved one-third of the world’s people on one-fourth of the 
earth’s land surface. 

The Communists are supremely confident of victory. They 
believe that you and I, under the constant pressure of the cold 
war, will give up, one by one, our democratic customs and 
traditions. We'll adopt emergency “temporary” totalitarian 
measures, until one day we'll awaken to find we have grown 
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so much like the enemy that we no longer have any cause for 
conflict. 

Three months before his last visit to this country, Nikita 
Khrushchev said, “We can’t expect the American people to 
jump from Capitalism to Communism, but we can assist their 
elected leaders in giving them small doses of Socialism, until 
they awaken one day to find they have Communism.” This is 
not a new thought. In 1788, James Madison told the Virginia 
convention, “Since the general civilization of mankind, I believe 
there are more instances of the abridgment of the freedom of 
the people by gradual and silent encroachment of those in 
power than by violent and sudden usurpations.” 

Others much more recently have counted on this with no 
realization they would one day be furthering the Soviet cause. 
A socialist clergyman, writing in the New Leader, the socialist 
magazine of 1927, called for a new strategy. He said Socialists 
should place themselves in government jobs and work for gov- 
ernment ownership of power, and control of railroads, bank- 
ing, and key industries. He called his program—"“Encroaching 
Control.” Not too long ago, Norman Thomas, six times a can- 
didate for President on the socialist party ticket, commented 
that “the American people would never knowingly vote for 
Socialism but that under the name of liberalism, they would 
adopt every fragment of the socialist program.” 

Appealing not to the worst, but to the best in our natures, 
they have used our sense of fair play—our willingness to com- 
promise—and have perfected a technique of “foot in the door” 
legislation. Get any part of a proposed program accepted, then 
with the principle of governmental participation in that field 
established, work for expansion, always aiming at the ultimate 
goal—a government that will someday be a big brother to us 
all. 

Traditionally, one of the easiest first steps in imposing stat- 
ism on a people has been government paid medicine. It is the 
easiest to present as a humanitarian project. No one wants to 
oppose care for the sick. Today, we have the costliest govern- 
mental medical program in the world in our Veterans Admin- 
istration hospitals. All of us are agreed that a man wounded 
in the service of his country is entitled to the finest in medical 
and hospital care. However, today three out of four Veterans 
Administration beds are filled with patients suffering diseases 
or injuries neither originated by, nor aggravated by military 
service. There are only 40,000 service connected disabilities in 
the United States, yet every year the Federal budget contains 
millions of dollars for additional Veterans Administration hos- 
pital building and expansion. Counting the twenty-three mil- 
lion of us who are veterans plus other governmental programs, 
one of four citizens are entitled to some form of government 
paid medical or hospital care. 

It is now proposed that all people of social security age be 
given government paid medical and hospital care. Once again, 
emergency is invoked, and we are given a picture of millions 
of senior citizens desperately needing medical care and unable 
to finance it. In all the emotional presentation, the backers of 
this program seem strangely reluctant to face the facts. In the 
last ten years, 127 million Americans have come under the 
protection of some form of medical and hospital insurance. 
This includes more than two-thirds of those of social security 
age and more than 70 per cent of all citizens. If the present 
rate of increase continues, by 1970 some 90 per cent of the 
population will be so insured. As nearly as can be determined, 
less than 10 per cent of our senior citizens require aid in meet- 
ing their medical needs. 

The last session of Congress adopted a measure known as 
the Kerr-Mills bill to provide money for state administered aid 
to these people. However, without even waiting to see if this 
meets the problem, a revised version of the once defeated 
Forand bill is advocated to force all people into a compulsory 
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government health insurance program, regardless of need. 
Why? Well, ex-Congressman Forand provides the answer. He 
says, “If we can only break through and get our foot in the 
door, then we can expand the program after that.” Walter 
Reuther has said his group makes no secret of the fact that 
they want nationalized health service for all. New American, 
a socialist magazine, writes, “The Forand bill will not be paid 
for on the insurance principle according to factors of estimated 
risk. It will be paid for through the tax mechanisms of Social 
Security . . . Once the bill is passed, this nation will be pro- 
vided with a mechanism for socialized medicine.” 

In 1935, Social Security started with a 3 per cent contribu- 
tion on $3000 of income. Now it is 6 per cent of $4800; and 
if the proposed expansions plus the medical program are 
adopted, by 1969 it will be 11 per cent of $5000. It is no secret 
that pressure is being exerted to remove even the $5000 ceiling 
and make Social Security payments be based on total gross 
income. 

Social Security was never intended to replace private savings, 
pensions, or insurance. It was to provide a basis for savings so 
that outright destitution would not follow unemployment by 
reason of death, disability, or old age. In that light, the actu- 
arial experts in charge estimated in 1943 that by 1957 Social 
Security benefit payments would total $1.2 billion per year, 
but the temptation to politicians to vote people a raise, par- 
ticularly in election years, was too great. In 1957, the total 
outgo was more than $7 billion and in 1959, outgo began 
exceeding income. The recipients of Social Security benefits 
today will collect $65 billion more than they paid in. You and 
I, who are paying into this program are unfunded to an amount 
between $300-and-$600 billion. 

The average citizen has been led to believe he and his em- 
ployer are contributing to a fund and that some day he will call 
upon this, his own money, to carry him over his non-earning 
years. But this isn’t what Social Security representatives said 
before the United States Supreme Court. They stated that 
Social Security was not an insurance program and was not 
based on any actuarial standards. They stated that Social Secu- 
rity dues are a tax for the general use of the government, and 
the payment of that tax does mot automatically entitle anyone 
to benefits. Benefit payments are a welfare program which can 
be curtailed or cancelled anytime Congress should so decide. 

And what of our sons—the young man joining the work 
force in the next few years? He will be taxed to try and catch 
up on that mounting deficit. If he could have his Social Secu- 
rity Tax to invest in private insurance, it would provide for 
almost double the benefits provided by Social Security. This 
is not the only price we are paying in individual freedom. 

The press recently told of a group whose religious belief 
forbade their participation in any government welfare pro- 
gram. Their property was seized and their cattle sold at auction 
to enforce their payment of Social Security taxes. 

In education, the foot in the door was the $900 million 
National Defense Education Act of 1958. The excuse was, as 
usual, the cold war. Russia had put a sputnik into orbit; obvi- 
ously, our educational system must be at fault. Now the larg- 
est spending lobby in Washington is promoting a $21 billion 
program to alleviate allegedly crowded schools, underpaid 
teachers, and bankrupt school districts. 

Again, the facts seem strangely at variance. Ninety-nine and 
one-half per cent of the nation’s school districts have not even 
approached their bonded limit of indebtedness. A 35 per cent 
increase in students over the last decade has been matched by 
a 134 per cent increase in spending by the local communities. 
An increase of 10 million students has seen classrooms built 
for 15 million. Five hundred colleges, as of this moment, can 
take an additional 200,000 students without adding so much 
as a desk or chair. We are told we must build 60,000 class- 
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rooms a year for the next ten years, but they forget to tell us 
we've been building 68,000 a year for the last five years and 
that continuation of this rate will give us a surplus of class- 
rooms by 1970. 

Of course, we want teachers to be paid adequately; and we 
are doing something about it. Their average pay has risen in 
the last few years from $3100 to $5300 annually. The truth is, 
not one shred of evidence has been presented that federal aid 
of any kind is required. Could we possibly believe that three- 
fourths of one billion dollars a year in federal aid could solve 
any great emergency when we are spending nearly twenty bil- 
lion dollars a year at the local level? 

Federal aid is the foot in the door to federal control. In spite 
of their denials, their own words betray them. The Director of 
Public Education of the State of Washington tells of the two- 
year struggle of his state to meet the rigid requirements of the 
National Director of Education under the present act. He says, 
“This is federal control by indirection—all the more danger- 
ous because it poses as a federal handout.” 

A former president of the Nationa! Education Association 
states publicly, “We might have to have temporary federal 
control to bring about integration in the South.” 

A former chairman of the President's youth fitness program 
says, “We can no longer afford local management of the 
schools. We must have a national school system to compete on 
equal terms with Russia.” 

The Department of Health, Education, and ‘Welfare has 
quadrupled its staff and admits it is working to create national 
standards of education and a national curriculum. 

In short, federal aid is the first step in a federal school sys- 
tem with teachers and subjects removed from parental control 
on the theory that a bureau in Washington is better qualified 
to supervise the upbringing of our youth. 

Twenty-seven years ago, our farmers were told that a federal 
subsidy did not mean federal control. Now we have seen a 
rancher, Evetts Haley, Jr., fined $4000 for raising wheat on his 
own land and feeding it to his own cattle. The Supreme Court 
upheld his conviction with a single sentence ruling—‘“Yes, an 
agency of the federal government has the right to tell an Amer- 
ican citizen what he can grow on his own land for his own use.” 

This nation has tried to curb the production of a surplus by 
making it so financially attractive to produce a surplus that we 
own enough wheat to bake twenty-five loaves of bread for 
every person alive. In the State of New Mexico, citizens 
learned they could rent state-owned land for 25¢ an acre and 
immediately apply for and receive $9 an acre from the federal 
government for not planting the land. 

All of the “farm mess” is concerned with the 20 per cent 
of agriculture coming under government regulation and sub- 
sidy. Eighty per cent of our agricultural economy is out in the 
free market of supply and demand. It would seem that the 
answer to the,“farm mess” would be to free the other 20 per 
cent of governmental regimentation; but, what is being ad- 
vocated? We are told that the only solution to the problem is 
to bring the other 80 per cent into the government program. 
To that end, a plan is advanced that would result in the licens- 
ing of every farm in the United States with complete govern- 
mental regulation of production and price. Proponents of the 
measure admit it will require thousands of additional govern- 
ment employees, more subsidy on a permanent basis, and re- 
duction of supply to raise food prices 15 to 25 per cent. As an 
example, it is estimated that meat would be reduced in quan- 
tity to about what we knew under rationing in World War II. 

Thomas Jefferson said, “If we let Washington tell us when 
to sow and when to reap, the Nation shall soon want for 
bread.” 

Today, no one denies the American people would resist the 
nationalization of industry. But, in defiance of this attitude, 
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the federal government owns and operates more than 19,000 
businesses covering 47 ! ines of activity from rum distilling to 
the manufacture of surgical equipment. The estimated book 
value of 700 governmental corporations is $260 billion. Oper- 
ating tax free, dividend free, and rent free in direct competi- 
tion with its own citizens, the government loses billions each 
year in these businesses. 

The next time you are caught in traffic take satisfaction in 
the knowledge that one of these government corporations built 
a six lane highway in Spain. It runs 15 miles from Madrid to 
a gambling casino. 

All of these things have led to the growth of a collection of 
internal powers and bureaucratic institutions against which 
the individual citizen is virtually helpless. We now have a 
permanent structure of government beyond the reach of Con- 
gress and actually capable of dictating policy. This power, 
under whatever name you choose, is the very essence of total- 
itarianism. 

A year ago, a sub-committee of Congress reported its find- 
ings in the field of federal employees. There are almost 24 
million. In 1942, there was one top salaried executive for every 
89 employees; today, there is one for every 17. The committee 
further reported it found little evidence that any bureau, 
agency, Or commission created in answer to an emergency ever 
went out of existence after the emergency disappeared. 

A case in point: Congress ordered the liquidation of the 
Spruce Products Corporation in 1920 but, thirty years later, it 
was still in existence. This corporation was founded in World 
War I to find spruce wood for airplane fuselages. 

Some people attempt to justify government in business on 
the grounds of greater efficiency due to central control. An 
example of this efficiency can be found in the Claims Depart- 
ment of the Veterans Administration insurance program. In 
that department, three government employees take double the 
time to perform the task normally assigned to one employee 
in an private insurance company. 

Hopeless as it may seem, we can do something about it! We 
must inform ourselves on the proposals pending in Congress. 
Look beyond the foot in the door to the ultimate aim. Weigh 
the price we must pay in individual liberty and whether these 
programs qualify as things the people can’t do for themselves. 
Then write to your Congressmen and Senators. Also, don’t 
forget to write now and then just to say “well done” to your 
representative when he has acquitted himself well on the firing 
line. 

A basic point to remember is that none of these extensions 
of Socialism can be effected without money. The fodder upon 
which our government has fed and grown beyond the consent 
of the governed is the fruit of the tax system whose only 
consistency is that a levy once imposed is seldom removed. An 
excise tax on telephones imposed during the Korean War was 
to curb telephone use during the emergency and really wasn’t 
intended for revenue. The war is over, but the tax lingers on— 
the government has discovered it needs the revenue. This par- 
ticular tax, plus some of the hundreds of hidden and indirect 
taxes that burden us, accounts for one-third of your telephone 
bill. One hundred such taxes account for one-half the price of 
a loaf of bread, one-fourth the cost of an automobile, one-half 
your gas and oil. 

Once we were told the income tax would never be greater 
than 2 per cent and that only from the rich. In our lifetime, 
this law has grown from 31 to more than 440,000 words. We 
have received this progressive tax direct from Karl Marx who 
designed it as the prime essential of a socialist state. In the 
surtax brackets, the steepest rate of increase occurs through the 
middle income range where are to be found the bulk of our 
small business men, professional people, and supervisory per- 
sonnel—the people Marx said should be taxed out of existence. 
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At sixteen-to-eighteen thousand dollars of income, a man 
reaches the 50 per cent tax rate. From 50 per cent on up to 
the confiscatory 91 per cent rate, the government can only 
justify these brackets on a punitive basis, for the gross revenue 
derived from all the tax of 50 per cent or above is less than 
three-fourths of $1 billion. 

There can be no moral justification of the progressive tax. 
Perhaps that is why the bureaucrats pretend it is proportionate 
taxation. Proportionate taxation we would gladly accept on the 
theory that those better able to pay should remove some of the 
burden from those least able to pay. The Bible explains this in 
its instruction on tithing. We are told that we should give the 
Lord one tenth and if the Lord prospers us ten times as much, 
we should give ten times as much. But, under our progressive 
income tax, computing Caesar’s share is a little different. If a 
$5000 a year man today is prospered 10 times, his income tax 
increases 53 times as much. 

Does this help the little man? A man with a gross income 
of $3500, a wife and two children will find when he has fin- 
ished paying the hidden and indirect taxes, that the tax col- 
lector’s share of his gross $3500 is $1059. Some suggest the 
answer to his problem is to tax the upper incomes even more 
—but what leeway is left? If the government confiscated all 
personal income above $6000 a year, the increased revenue 
wouldn't pay the interest « : the national debt. 

No nation in history has ever survived a tax burden of one- 
third of its national income. Today, 31¢ out of every dollar 
earned is tax and of that 31¢, 23¢ goes to the federal govern- 
ment; leaving 8¢ to be shared by the state, county, and local 
community. No wonder we are told to ask for federal aid! But 
wouldn't it make more sense to keep the money here in the 
first place instead of running it through that puzzle palace on 
the Potomac only to get it back minus a sizable carrying charge? 

Lenin once said, “The way to destroy Capitalism is to 
debauch the currency. Through a process of planned inflation, 
a government can quietly and unobservedly confiscate the 
wealth of its citizens.” 

Henry VII substituted copper for silver in his coins, and we 
have been no less deliberate in our inflationary policies. Our 
dollar has lost more than half its purchasing power in twenty 
years. Of course, we are told that incomes have kept pace, that 
we are earning twice as much so we are still holding our own. 
This reasoning overlooks the part played by the progressive 
tax which is based on the number of dollars earned—not their 
value. The man who earned $5000 a year in 1940, must earn 
$14,000 today to break even and pay his increased surtax. The 
$10,000 a year man faces an increase of $12,000 in his tax bill 
and must now earn $31,000 just to maintain the same pur- 
chasing power. 

Project these figures ahead just 15 years, keeping the same 
annual rate of inflation and the same tax rate, and could any- 
one even pretend that free enterprise will exist? By 1975, the 
$5000 a year man will have to earn $33,000 and the $10,000 
a year man will have to earn $84,000 just to maintain their 
1940 standard of living. 

Here is the main battleground! We must reduce the govern- 
ment’s supply of money and deny it the right to borrow. 

Two years ago, I appeared before the House Ways and 
Means Committee as a representative of the motion picture 
industry to urge tax reform. This was an experience similar to 
going over Niagara Falls in a barrel—the hard way, upstream. 
In a month of hearings, representatives of practically every 
segment of our society appeared before the committee. A// of 
them urged some kind of tax reform. It was obvious that the 
majority of the committee had little sympathy with our plea, 
so it was no surprise when, several months later, the committee 
decided to hold new hearings. This time no volunteers were 
allowed. A hand-picked group of predominently campus eco- 
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nomists appeared and talked of plugging loopholes to increase 
the government’s tax revenue. Most of these so-called loop- 
holes are the legitimate deductions without which the whole 
tax structure would have long since proved unworkable. The 
suggestions included’ disallowance of property taxes and inter- 
est on loans tor income tax purposes and even the elimination 
of 100 per cent deductions of charitable contributions. 

The biggest lobby in Washington pushing tax reform has a 
bill which will increase the government's tax take about $18 
billion. It is no coincidence that they have, on the other hand, 
recommendations for $18 billion worth of welfare legislation. 
This measure will actually be presented as tax reduction with 
some Cut in surtax rates. 

Those of the “liberal” persuasion say they “reject the no- 
tion that the least government is the best government.” They 
claim our citizens are not intelligent enough to spend their 
money properly. They feel the government should take the 
money through taxation and then buy the weifare programs 
for the masses which they are not smart enough to buy for 
thernselves. 

When the old fashioned idea of living within our means and 
paying something on the National debt is suggested, these 
same liberals tell us that “only State and local debt is bad.” 
Through some exotic bookkeeping methods, they seem to feel 
that the Federal debt is meaningless. It is—it is incomprehen- 
sible. 

If I had a four inch stack of thousand dollar bills in my 
hand, I'd be a millionaire. If we had the national debt of $293 
billion before us in thousand dollar bills, the pile would be 
more than 18 miles high. Maurice Stans, former budget direc- 
tor, has said that this debt is only the part of the iceberg which 
shows above the surface. Legislation already enacted into law 
has obligated our government to more than $750 billion. Add 
to this the local and state debts plus the private debts of our 
citizens, and we find that we are mortgaged in an amount more 
than double the market value of every tangible asset and every 
foot of real estate in the United States. 

When we point out the danger of more deficit spending, we 
are told, “we are sacrificing our security on the false altar of 
a balanced budget.” This is not so. Our individual freedom and 
our free enterprise system are the very sources of our strength, 
and there can be little security any place in the free world if 
there isn’t fiscal stability in the United States. 

With no one using the term “Socialism” to describe these 
encroaching controls, we find that today one out of seven of 
the nation’s work force is on the public payroll. In just 15 years 
a 50 per cent increase in employees has been met with a 170 
per cent increase in the public payroll. One fourth of our med- 
icine is socialized. Senator Byrd estimates that forty million 
Americans receive some form of direct cash payment from 
government. We have a tax machine that, in direct contraven- 
tion to the Constitution, is not designed to solely raise revenue 
but is used, openly and admittedly, to control and direct the 
economy and to equalize the earnings of our people. 

Do not forsake the other issues; but as Justice Oliver Wen- 
dell Holmes said, “Strike for the jugular. Reduce taxes and 
spending. Keep government poor and remain free.” Write 
to your Congressmen as individuals. Fifty letters from a group 
such as this means more than a resolution or a petition. De- 
mand immediate tax reform which will reduce the percentage 
of the national income taken by government. There is a bi- 
partisan tax reform bill, the Herlong-Baker bill, now before 
the House Ways and Means Committee. A five year gradual 
reduction of rates makes it the best planned tax reform bill 
introduced in the last hundred years. For every billion saved 
in government spending, we can have a 214 per cent reduc- 
tion of income tax. 


; DAY 


increase 
d loop- 
> whole 
le. The 
d inter- 
ination 


n has a 
mut $18 
¢ hand, 
islation. 
yn with 


the no- 
” They 
d their 
ike the 
ograms 
buy for 


ans and 
|, these 
s bad.” 
to feel 
prehen- 


in my 
f $293 
yuld be 
C direc- 
‘ which 
ito law 
n. Add 
of our 
it more 
1 every 


ing, we 
tar of 
»m and 
rength, 
orld if 


» these 
ven of 
5 years 
a 170 
r med- 
nillion 
t from 
rraven- 
evenue 
ect the 


Wen- 
es and 
Write 
group 
n. De- 
entage 
> a bi- 
before 
radual 
m bill 
saved 


reduc- 


ARLEIGH A. BURKE 


If your Congressman should say we must cut costs first and 
then reduce taxes—don’t stand for it. Remind him that no 
government in history has ever voluntarily reduced itself in 
size. Governments don’t tax to get the money they need. Gov- 
ernments will always find a need for the money they get. 

There can only be one end to the war we are in. It won't go 
away if we simply try to outwait it. Wars end in victory or 
defeat. One of the foremost authorities on Communism in the 
world today had said we have 10 years. Not ten years to make 
up our minds, but ten years to win or lose—by 1970 the world 
will be all slave or all free. 

In this land occurred the only true revolution in man’s his- 
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tory. All other revolutions simply :xchanged one set of rulers 
for another. Here, for the first time, the Founding Fathers— 
that little band of men so advanced beyond their time that the 
world has never seen their like since—evolved a government 
based on the idea that you and I have the god-given right and 
ability within ourselves to determine our own destiny. Freedom 
is never more than one generation away from extinction—we 
didn’t pass it on to our children in the bloodstream. It must 
be fought for, protected, and handed on for them to do the 
same, or one day we will spend our sunset years telling our 
children and our children’s children, what it once was like in 
the United States when men were free. : 


Discipline In A Free Society 


PERSONAL ACCEPTANCE OF RESPONSIBILITY 
By ARLEIGH A. BURKE, Admiral, United States Navy, Chief of Naval Operations 


Delivered at the Management Course for Presidents, American Management Association Academy, Saranac Lake, New York, 
July 11, 1961 


T IS A GREAT PLEASURE for me to meet and talk with 
you today. I don’t intend to talk too long this morning 
because I am looking forward to your searching questions. 

However, this occasion provides a welcome opportunity to 
express my personal and my official thanks for the tremendous 
contribution that American industry, that American industrial 
genius and management skill make to the continuing improve- 
ment and effectiveness of our modern Navy. We in the Navy 
sincerely appreciate your support. 

You, the presidents, the executives, the leaders of our 
Nation's industry are to be congratulated for many things: 
for the vitality you have brought to American business for 
the strength and vigor your efforts have imparted to our 
national economy. Perhaps most importantly, you deserve con- 
gratulations for your keen interest in the future of our country. 
To borrow the words of Charles Kettering “We are all in- 
terested in the future, because we plan to spend the balance 
of our lives there.” Your discussions here will do much to 
insure that we will have a brighter, better future, that we will 
achieve the great hopes of this country. 

But I don’t believe you asked me here this morning to 
tell you how good you are or how well you are performing. I 
don't believe you expect any easy pleasantries from me today, 
and I don’t intend to offer any. So without attempting to be 
melodramatic, I’m going to be absolutely candid with you. 

Now I have no use for the “apostles of doom” who predict 
every imaginable catastrophe for our Nation. At the same time, 
however, we must be soberly aware of what is going on in the 
world. We must be realistic enough, frank enough to admit 
that our way of life is being threatened. We must clearly 
recognize that our beliefs, our principles, our very existence 
as a free people have been challenged by a tough, fanatically 
dedicated opponent. The security and tranquil isolation we 
knew in our youth are no longer with us. There is no point in 
laboring the obvious, but events that are unfolding daily 
around the world should dispel a great many hopeful illusions 
concerning our efa. 

The insidious cancer of communism inching down the 
peninsula of southeast Asia, the festering sore of Cuba, the 
almost malarial reoccurrence of Communist threats over Berlin, 
and the growing infection spread by Communist infiltration 
and subversion throughout the underdeveloped areas of Asia, 
Africa, and Latin America are only the latest symptoms of a 
sick and troubled world. 

To put it bluntly, the future of the world is being deter- 


mined now. And many competent observers believe that the 
coming decade, perhaps the coming year, will be decisive. 
| That is why when it was suggested that I discuss discipline 


| with you, I found the topic particularly appropriate. For in a 


very real sense, the challenge of our age, the conflict we face 
today is a conflict between two forms of discipline. It is a 
competition between the type of discipline a free society must 
possess to remain free: the self-discipline that freemen and 
free nations choose to govern their lives and insure their 
progress versus the alternative, a ruthless, godless form of 
discipline imposed by external pressure, the discipline of 
force, of coercion, the discipline of terror and intimidation. 

Now, as a military man ending 42 years of naval service I 
have personally seen the importance that discipline plays in 
battle. I've seen good discipline pay off when the odds appeared 
hopeless. And I’ve seen the lack of discipline destroy the 
effectiveness of combat forces, as it did, for example, to the 
Italians at Adowa, to the Spanish fleet at Manila and Santiago, 
to the Russian army on the eastern front in the First World 
War. Without effective discipline a military force becomes 
little more than an ineffectual mob. Disaster walks hand-in- 
hand with weakened discipline. All of you as chief executives 
understand very well the indispensable role, the vital function, 
that discipline plays in any organization. You are well aware 
that a business can stay alive in this highly competitive world 
only if it can meet the very real and demanding disciplines of 
the marketplace. 

Unfortunately, too many citizens look upon the word dis- 
cipline as something severe, as something designed to curtail 
initiative, to restrict their individual freedom. They think of 
discipline—in any form—as an unreasonable demand by 
arbitrary authority. These people who seek to avoid discipline 
fail to recognize that everyone is subject to some form of 
control, to some system of rules and regulations. They fail to 
realize that while the freedom to think and to feel is absolute, 
the freedom to act must be restricted by the needs of society. 

Most importantly, those who view discipline as an irksome 
imposition, do not realize that our democratic system is based 
on discipline. They do not understand that a free government 
depends absolutely on disciplined individuals who freely adhere 
to a set of rules which prescribe the relationships within their 
own society. When George Washington with remarkable per- 
ception expressed his belief that freedom was “staked on the 
experiment entrusted to the hands of the American people” 
he envisioned a disciplined people motivated by fundamental 
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principles, by a sense of justice, by moderation, and integrity. 

Our Nation has always emphasized the sovereign individual. 
But the people who shaped our institutions were well aware 
that freedom can be sustained only by discipline, that personal 
privilege must be exercised with discipline. The American 
pioneer was a great individualist. But his individualism was 
constrained by discipline and by a deep sense of responsibility. 

Yet in recent years, soft, self-indulgent, complacent years, 
many observers have warned of a trend away from the funda- 
mentals, away from the intangible virtues of discipline and 
responsibility that made our society great. Almost daily you 
can see this trend reflected in the headlines, in the stories 
of juvenile delinquency, of organized crime, of deceit and 
deception in various segments of our society. What these 
stories describe is bad enough. But what is far worse, there 
seems to be little sense of shock any more. People just don’t 
seey :o care. They don’t want to be bothered. They just want 
to be lefe alone in their own little world. Far too many 
Americans are too comfortable, too preoccupied with creature 
comforts to be disturbed by evidences of corruption and dis- 
honesty. And as our comforts increase, as our unprecedented 
wealth grows, there are even those who seek to avoid the 
discipline that gave us our wealth: the discipline of hard work 
“an honest day's effort for an honest dollar.” 

Now let me speak plainly. A nation can slip slowly, bit by 
bit, until one day it reaches the point where the effort to 
recover, the plain, honest hard work required, is too much, is 
too difficult for its weakened will and diminished strength. At 
that point, an old law of nature takes over. “The strong survive 
and the weak fall by the wayside.” This is the lesson of history, 
the lesson of Carthage, of ancient Athens and Rome. It is a 
lesson we ignore only at our peril. 

Today we face a tough, determined, implacable foe. Our 
Communist opponents have capacity and strength. Through 
totalitarian methods, a Communist society can focus its efforts 
and develop its resources with a great singleness of purpose. 
There is only one way to lick such an opponent. You can’t 
win a competition with the Communists by outhating them 
or by outthreatening or outshouting them. We're not going 
to preserve our way of life with words. The only way to insure 
that communism will be merely “a passing phase in history” 
is by outperforming the Communists. 

Much, of course, is spoken and written in these times con- 
cerning the strength of our Armed Forces. And with a ruthless 
aggressor loose in the world, it is well that we look to that 
strength, it is well that we keep our powder dry. But the real 
battle has shifted from the military area. Our concept of 
political liberty is now under attack on the wider front of 
economic and technological competition. 

Since we can’t and we shouldn't avoid this competition, since 
the free world is irrevocably committed, we're going to have 
to win it. We must win this competition in space and science, 
win it in the fields of production and industry, win it in 
education, in culture, in athletics, win it anywhere we find the 
challenge. There's no question that we can win. We have the 
talents, the abilities, the skills. We have the strength and the 
resources. We have the way, but we must also have the will. 
Because all the talents, all the resources in the world count 
for nothing unless we are willing to bring them to bear, unless 
we enthusiastically put them to work. 

Naturally there’s a price for this victory, and that price 
is the discipline that democracy demands. The problem in a 
democracy, of course, is how to achieve this discipline, how to 
achieve this sense of responsibility, this sense of personal in- 
volvement in the welfare of our country. 

Now a certain amount of discipline, a very limited amount, 
can be achieved in our society by compulsion, by making laws 
and punishing people if they break them. And whenever 
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there is a lack of discipline, whenever there is a lack of 
responsibility, you will hear a clamor for a law; you will hear 
people say “There ought to be a law.” And unless people 
perform the way they are expected to perform, unless people 
perform out of a deep sense of responsibility, laws will be 
passed in an attempt to force them to meet certain standards. 

Discipline is bound to come from some source. A great 
statesman once said: “Society cannot exist unless a controlling 
power upon the will and appetite is placed somewhere, and 
the less of it there is within, the more there must be of it 
without.” There’s nothing new about this. We already have 
laws that affect our actions in almost every field of endeavor. 
But laws alone cannot provide the discipline required by a 
free society. If we as a Nation and as individuals fail to meet 
our own responsibilities there are no laws that can do it for us. 

For one thing, the Congress and State legislatures can pass 
all the laws in the world, but unless our citizens are willing 
to obey them, they are not worth the paper they are printed on. 
This country’s noble experiment with the 18th Amendment is 
an obvious case in point. 

Another very striking limitation to laws is that they tend 
to be negative. For the most part they dictate what we should 
not do. It is obvious that this is not what our times demand. 
The vital issues of our society are not a question of what we 
should not do. They involve much more than that. The deep, 
abiding problems of our age can only be answered by the 
realization of what we should do, and by our determination to 
do it. 

This personal acceptance of responsibility for our way of 
life must come from within, from the willingness of every 
citizen to work for his Nation as well as for himself. This, of 
course, demands the only really effective form of discipline: 
self-discipline. All discipline in the long run depends on a 
people’s commitment to common ends, motivated by a sense 
of purpose and guided by a sense of responsibility. You and 
I live in a world of choice. And we are confronted by a world 
of coercion. In very real terms, it will be up to us to choose, 
to decide by our actions whether we will remain free. It will 
be up to us to choose what we will do with our great and 
varied strengths. People aren't saved; they save themselves. 

It is only natural that when one hears a discussion about 
discipline, about responsibility, he listens and agrees. He be- 
lieves in discipline just as he believes in motherhood. No one 
is going to deny that motherhood is good, that sin is bad, or 
that discipline is necessary. But unfortunately, most people 
usually believe that all this talk about self-discipline is directed 
at someone else, at some delinquent, at some criminal in some 
faraway place. 

But a nation takes on the character of all of its citizens. 
A nation reflects the efforts, the hard work, the integrity of 
every individual. Most importantly a nation can only become 
what its leaders want it to become, what they choose to make 
it. And that is why your understanding of discipline, your 
willing acceptance of responsibility is vital to our society, 
perhaps more so than any other group in the United States. 

Because of your positions, because of your. capabilities, your 
intelligence, your imagination, you are real leaders of a nation 
founded on a system of competitive free enterprise. And 
because you are leaders, what you choose to do or not to do 
makes a tremendous difference to the future of our country. 
What you accomplish personally will be éxtremely important, 
of course. Your vision, your resourcefulness, will do much to 
mold our Nation’s destiny. But what you move others to 
accomplish will be even more important. 

It is no exaggeration to say that the real way to bring 
discipline to any organization, to a corporation, to a navy, 
or to an entire nation, is by example. People have to be shown, 
they have to be convinced by the example of those they respect 
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before they will follow, before they will act themselves. Ex- 
perience has proved that people will do wonderful things, 
spectacular things, if they are given the example, if they are 
motivated rather than driven, if they are led rather than forced. 

This is your great task, this is your grave responsibility. 
Because the heaviest yoke of responsibility goes hand-in-hand 
with capacity and proven ability. Today our Nation’s hold on 
world markets has been challenged. The Communists have 
challenged us to compete with them, and they boast that their 
economy will pass us by in 1970. The so-called uncommitted 
countries are watching this competition with growing interest, 
and will be strongly influenced by the outcome. The conclusion 
is Clear and evident. If we want our economy to grow, we 
must conduct our monetary, our fiscal, and our business affairs 
with the strongest sense of self-discipline. 

Comfortable prosperity is fine. We have worked for it, and 
we have achieved it. But our efforts will have been in vain 
should we permit the individual initiative which was responsi- 
ble for that prosperity to be dulled by complacency or self- 
satisfaction. The economic strength of our Nation will depend 
directly upon the people of the United States, upon our 
willingness to forego our own interests for the interests of our 
country. The competitive vigor of industry, the relationship 
between management and labor, between wages, prices, and 
productivity are all involved. In the coming months and years 
it is our responsibility to improve our competitive position, 
and at the same time, preserve our vigorous free enterprise 
system. 

We as a Nation must strive to excel. We must distinguish 
between excellence and mediocrity. We must reemphasize the 
skills, the high standards of performance that are the backbone 
of our national strength, the keystone of American economic 
power. This is a discipline which each of you is in a position 
to control, a discipline you must impose. 

But as we work to improve our economy, as we search long 
and hard for ways toward material progress, we must recognize 
that economic strength alone does not guarantee national 
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strength. Throughout the fabric of our progress there must also 
be the strong thread of principles, because no country, no 
society ever flourished long without principles and without 
the courage to live up to them. 

Our country was brought into being by men who knew the 
importance of principles. Throughout our history, we've been 
fortunate to have had staunch men who put their principles 
ahead of their interests, their business, and their own desires. 
Our forbears, our fathers and our grandfathers, were staunch 
men who never compromised their integrity for material 
rewards or for personal popularity. They made their principles 
the driving force behind their actions. And they used their 
principles as the standard against which those actions were 
measured. 

These men didn’t merely pay lipservice to their ethics. 
These men didn’t ca:ve a nation out of a wilderness by hiding 
behind catchwords and slogans. Our forefathers lived by their 
principles in business, in government, in their communities, 
and in their homes. And when the time came, they were 
willing to die for those same principles. This is the funda- 
mental lesson that must be taught across the United States, if 
we hope to maintain the discipline so vital to national strength. 

Most of us here, in our lifetime, have watched empires, 
dictatorships, and even democracies fall. We have seen two 
World Wars. And still one question remains unanswered 
“Where will the American dream be at the turn of the 
century?” I believe gentlemen, the answer to that question 
will be found in the American people, in their self-discipline, 
and in their sense of responsibility. Our duty, yours and mine, 
is to bring out these qualities, to provide an example of 
discipline that Americans can follow. 

Succeeding in this task, insuring that the American heritage 
is relived, we can also insure that our freedom will be reearned, 
that every challenge will be answered, that our hopes for 
advancement and progress will be fulfilled. After meeting you 
this morning, I am confident that the leadership for this task 
is in good hands. 


The Personal Practice Of Patriotism 


KNOW SOMETHING, BE SOMETHING. DO SOMETHING 
By ED LIPSCOMB, National Cotton Council, Memphis, Tennessee 


Delivered before the Railroad Public Relations Association, Chicago, Illinois, June 27,1961 


HEN MOST of us read an article or hear a speech 

about America and its future, we find ourselves 

with one big question left dangling. It is the simple, 
logical, and very human question, “What can I do about it?” 

Instead of stopping at the point where that question arises, 
we want to start with it, and to devote these pages to three 
simple steps which must be taken by any man who truly wants 
to find his answer. 

Most of us are convinced, I believe, that our nation is not 
in immediate danger of military conquest, nor will be, so long 
as we maintain our present progress in defense and at the 
same time prevent the economic collapse which would put 
continued and comparable progress beyond our reach. 

Despite melodramatic headline writers who magnify every 
Russian propaganda claim into a glorious new success, and 
point with pain to each instance of failure or delay on our 
part, we have the word of our Chief of Naval Operations that 
we are capable today of destroying 70 per cent of the total 
population of Russia within a matter of hours. 

We have assurance that if only one-third of our nuclear 


bombs got through they would annihilate eight times as many 
cities and areas as are considered worthwhile targets; and we 
have the flat pronouncement by the leader of all allied forces 
in World War II that our military establishment is the most 
powerful the world has ever known. 

No man who looks carefully and thoughtfully about him, 
however, can sanely conclude that we are equally or even 
comparably safe on the domestic front . . . the home front . . . 
the front on which every major Communist leader from Marx 
to Khrushchev has predicted we would lose, and by that loss 
assure, from within, our national destruction. 

Developments of the present and the recent past give 
distressing assurance that we are moving clearly and rapidly 
in the exact direction our mortal enemies have prophesied, 
again and again, would lead to our total defeat. You know 
the story—a trend toward national insolvency which already 
has destroyed more than half the purchasing power of our 
money and created a public debt larger than the debts of all 
other nations of the earth combined . . . a federal tax system 
patterned directly on Marxian principles and carried to ex- 
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tremes which not even the most socialistic country of Western 
Europe has undertaken to impose . . . thie usurpation of more 
and more power by a bigger and bigger central government 
; the gradual destruction of personal incentive and the 
increasing frustration of those who would create new wealth 
and new jobs . . . the complete or partial dependence of half 
of our population on checks from the national treasury .. . 
the decline of individual patriotism and public morality to a 
point where cynical union monopolists can force the weekly 
wages of missile base workers to levels higher than the earnings 
of the Secretary of Defense, and where employers can treat 
government contracts as special licenses for extortion of the 
taxpayer. 

These and other signs of internal decay and disintegration 
are enough to set on fire before us the words of a great 
American who said, “If destruction be our lot, we must our- 
selves be its author and finisher. As a nation of free men, we 
must live through all time, or die by suicide.” 

Fortunately for each of us, for our families, and our future, 
this same front—the home front—is the one where you and 
I can be truly effective, where each can fight and win his own 
individual battle, and where together we can constitute the 
difference between national survival and certain defeat. 

Fortunately, also, there are enough patriots still left in this 
land to do the job—enough, that is, if we have the zeal, 
gumption, and guts to get on with it... if we are willing 
and ready to fight with even half the determination, fervor, 
and selflessness of a dedicated Communist. 

Do you know what a Communist agrees to do, just in order 
to be a member in good standing, at the lowest level, of the 
American Communist Party? He agrees to accept any assign- 
ment, day or night, that may be given him. He agrees to 
change his business or abandon his job and sacrifice his 
seniority if he can be more useful doing something else. 

He agrees, on demand, to leave his family and disappear 
from his neighborhood in order to work under a new identity 
in a different and distant locality. He agrees, in short, to 
subordinate his every personal wish and habit and preference 
in undeviating devotion to his cause. 

Is it not then amazing that so many of us patriotic Ameri- 
cans should think that we can continue to enjoy the advantages 
and opportunities we have inherited, yet do nothing to protect 
or promote them except pan the politicians and hope that 
our fellow Americans will somehow wake up in time? 

This is not that kind of fight, and we might as well quit 
kidding ourselves about it. Before our eyes is the big hard 
fact that we are not going to win it without the voluntary and 
vigorous experiditure of an important amount of purposeful 
time and personal effort. 

To be effective, there are three things we simply have to do. 
Together they constitute the three steps to which I already 
have referred. 

. * 7. 

The first is to KNOW SOMETHING. This is no great new 
or strange idea, for certainly there is nothing novel about the 
need for knowledge in order to achieve results. 

A physicist is not a physicist unless he knows physics. An 
electrician who does not know electricity will either destroy 
himself or set someone’s house on fire. A pianist is a pianist 
because he has mastered the piano; a lawyer must have 
knowledge of the law; and there is not one of us who will 
let his best friend remove a lung simply because he means well 
and is eager to help. We want a man who KNOWS. 

If you and I are going to be effective in fighting our in- 
dividual battles on the home front, we have to know some- 
thing about the true nature of this home-front war we are in. 
We have to know something about the principles we are 
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Sighting for, what they mean, and where and by whom they 
are being violated. We have to know what consequences are 
sure to follow continued gradual abandonment of those prin- 
ciples by men who put this week's wages, or this month’s 
balance sheet, or this year's political program above the out- 
right survival of the money that pays the wages, the business 
that makes the balance sheet possible, and the political system 
under which the programs are offered. 

The knowledge we need is fully available. Sound men of our 
own and other generations have seen to that. Some of their 
words are old, and some are new. Any man who begins to 
search them out, and who stays with the study of them long 
enough to begin to get their feel and their meaning for his 
own future, will find that they make most of his other reading 
and listening either dull or downright repulsive by comparison. 
You will not believe that unless you have tried it, but you 
will agree 100 per cent if you have. 

The ready availability of the knowledge we need does not 
mean, of course, that we can acquire it overnight, any more 
than we learned arithmetic or our present jobs overnight. 
Its attainment takes time, and it takes effort. I know. I have 
been working at it, and will gladly provide the titles of those 
materials which in my own case at least have been especially 
enlightening and worthwhile. 

* > 7 


The second thing you and I have to do, along with knowing 
something, is to BE SOMETHING. 

All the knowledge in the world cannot make us effective 
unless we are something . . . unless we stand for the things 
we believe in . . . unless our lives are the exemplification and 
the personification of the principles we espouse. 

The temperance lecturer who gets drunk-——the preacher 
who flirts with choir members—the marriage counselor who 
has twice been divorced . . . these are familiar illustrations 
of the destruction of a man’s influence by what he is. 

The temperance lecturer may know all there is to know 
about the evils of alcohol. The preacher may have his doctorate 
in theology and be capable of delivering superb sermons. The 
counselor may know all the rules of the psychology textbooks. 
But knowledge and the effort spent in attaining it are both 
wasted unless a man és what he professes to be. 

There are probably few people in our own country who 
know more about the fundamental philosophy of American 
government than the political experts of the Kremlin. Their 
knowledge indeed is abundant; yet no one would claim that 
it is of benefit to us, for it is knowledge held by men who do 
not believe in a Divine God, and who therefore cannot pos- 
sibly believe that you and I have inalienable rights with which 
we are “endowed by our Creator.” What they know becomes a 
liability to us, not an asset, because of what they are. 

Not only, therefore, must we KNOW SOMETHING. We 
also must BE SOMETHING. 


Both of these together—achieved in full measure, pressed 
down and running over—do not mean, however, that we will 
fight an effective battle. Success will come, and come only, 
when we take the third step—when we DO SOMETHING. 

A man can £now all there is to know about surgery; he can 
be a model of good behavior in his profession and his com- 
munity; yet he will mever remove an appendix or save a 
patient's life unless he does something. 

A man can know all there is to know about farming, and 
in addition be chairman of his board of deacons, president of 
his civic club, and head of the school board; but he will never 
grow a cabbage or harvest a boll of cotton until he does some- 
thing about farming. 
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The Biblical quotation that “faith without works is dead” 
is far more than a Sunday School phrase limited to theological 
application. It is an eternal principle which is as valid on the 
pavement as it is in the pulpit. 

Are you not sick and tired of hearing intelligent people 
hold forth about free enterprise, fuss about taxes, and fume 
about federal interference—when you know their whole lives 
consist exclusively of scrambling for bigger bank accounts, 
climbing higher on business and social ladders, and seeking 
more ways of having fun? 

I assure you J have nothing whatsoever against money or 
prestige—or against the pursuit of them—yet there is tragic 
irony in the fact that so many men with so much to lose 
should do so little to forestall the loss of what they strive so 
hard to gain. Certainly, also, I have nothing against fun and 
leisure, yet I find it alarming to learn that the population of 
my country is putting in more hours per year in front of 
picture tubes than in productive work. The Duke of Welling- 
ton said that the Battle of Waterloo was won on the playing 
fields of Eton. I sometimes wonder if perhaps World War III, 
on both the foreign and domestic fronts, is not being lost 
before the television screens of America. 

* 7 * 


Assuming, then, that we know something, assuming that 
we are something, and assuming that we want to do something 
—what, specifically, can we do? 

I shall not insult your intelligence by presuming to submit 
here a master blueprint to fit the full range of individual 
talents and opportunities. I do propose, however, to make 
suggestions which I am convinced are sufficient to assure any 
man a long start. 

Perhaps the most common mistake we make is to think that 
when we do something we must do something big—that if 
we cannot do something big it is futile to do anything at all. 
If such were the case, our cause indeed would be hopeless, 
for not a man in a hundred thousand will be able, alone, to 
do even one thing we ourselves would say was truly big. 

To illustrate, you and I know that a major problem con- 
fronts us in the fact that many—in my opinion, most—of 
the regular columns of comment appearing today in the 
American press are heavily slanted to left-wing, pie-in-the-sky 
points of view. They say little about high levels of private 
economic achievement and the widest distribution of private 
wealth this world has ever known. They emphasize, instead, 
our pressing need for the type of so-called guaranteed security 
that has brought stagnation and subsistence living to every 
nation that has ever tried it. They say little about the flood of 
benefits that flow from our amazing industrial system, and 
much about government action to break up toncentrations of 
business. 

There is little comment on our magnificent and unmatched 
record of private philanthropy, and much on the desperate 
need for federal philanthropy. Seldom are we reminded that 
one American farmer feeds the world’s choicest diet to six 
times as many workers as his most advanced Communist coun- 
terpart, but often of plans to make the farmer more and more 
a ward of Washington. There is little about the fiscal or moral 
necessity of eliminating or reducing any public program, and 
much about the indispensability of ever-greater spending. 

The cumulative destructive effect of such allegedly “in- 
terpretive” writing is tremendous. 

Neither you nor I, alone, can possibly halt or reverse it. 
There is not one among us, however, who cannot visit or 
write or telephone our owm editor to protest against a par- 
ticular column, to urge that a columnist be dropped, or to 
suggest at least that a columnist be added who reflects a 
realistic point of view. And there is not one of us who cannot 
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ask the cooperation of a few of our friends in doing the 
same, and urge those friends to enlist the help of their friends, 
and help obtain repetition of the same pattern through friends 
in other cities. 

Two or three of the most constructive columnists in this 
nation are struggling with short lists composed largely of 
second-level papers. There is only one reason for it. The 
reason is failure, on the part of people like you and me, to do 
our own individual jobs. 

How many of us have made so much as one personal move 
on this simple but highly significant problem, and how many 
in turn have expressed support of constructive columns that 
are being run or editorial features that are being written? 

How many of us wrote to either of the major press services 
to protest the unpardonable slanting of news reports in the 
last election—slanting in some cases so obvious and so biased 
as to be repugnant to the spirit of fairness among Republicans 
and Democrats alike? 

What is true of columnists is doubly true of some of those 
who with voices of doom, boudoir, or circus barker seek to 
influence public opinion via broadcasting. From distorted 
documentaries of the type indulged in by the man who now 
heads our national information service to the day-to-day “in- 
terpretations” of those to whom any new pre-emption of 
private rights is a bold new advance, we are being fed an 
artificially flavored and subtly scented diet of political poisoned 
garbage which most of us either accept or resent in silence as 
something beyond our control. 

On the contrary, this is the area of public communication 
which is probably more sensitive to the open indignation and 
expressed disapproval of a relatively few patriots than any 
other. A telephone call to a local program director, a letter 
to a network, and above all an unmistakable message to a 
commercial sponsor are sure to get attention. Let such an effort 
by you and me be multiplied by even a few similar efforts 
on the part of others, and visible results are certain. I have 
seen this work; and on at least two occasions have heard from 
the sponsors’ own representatives the story of their concern. 

How many of us have done this simple sort of thing, and 
how many have done the equally important job of compli- 
menting that which is constructive and good? 


For the man who knows something and is something, the 
opportunities to do something stand waiting on every hand. 

What about the public schools your children or grand- 
children attend? Are the teachers whose salaries you pay using 
their classrooms to prepare the youth of your community for 
lives of self-reliance, or are they leading them toward lives 
that are directed by a distant central government and de- 
pendent on political handouts? Thus far, local schools are still 
under local control, and the opportunities still exist for you 
and me to help make them a philosophical training ground 
for those to whom we are obligated to leave a nation as decent 
as the one we inherited. 

When one association, speaking for 120,000 teachers, at- 
tacks an independent college for its activity in support of 
freedom forums, warns its members to beware of books 
released by conservative publishing houses, points the finger 
of scorn at groups which show anti-Communist films, and 
opposes dissemination of information from the House Com- 
mittee on Un-American Activities, the time has come for 
individual men to make sure that their own local schools are 
not being contaminated or influenced by so monstrous an 
example of educational perversion. 

Your civic club? Does it maintain the myth that it must 
side-step every fundamental issue which conceivably might 
be called political, or does it accept the truth that free cham- 
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bers of commerce and business clubs are among the earliest 
casualties of a fully centralized government, be ic Communist 
or otherwise? 

The principle association to which you belong? Does it 
pass resolutions asking Washington to solve the legitimate 
problems of its members or their industry, and then follow 
up with flag-waving calls for more free enterprise? And if so, 
what have you done to expose the hypocrisy ot it? 

The list goes on and on: personal encouragement of young 
friends who are or should be participating in campus move- 
ments dedicated to a reversal of the trend we are in—active 
support of the few publications which devote their entire 
effort to the advancement of fundamental Americanism—and 
with it all the daily job of influencing the attitudes and 
opinions of the 160 individuals whose lives are touched by 
even the lowliest among us. 

Somewhere down the line will appear the challenge to get 
up on your hind legs before a group and speak out for what 
you believe—perhaps to a small group of neighbors, perhaps 
to a luncheon club, a class of students, or a state or national 
convention. 

There are some who will say in a hurry that “This is not 
for me—I have never done it, and I surely can’t start now.” 
May I suggest—as the candidates say when they are com- 
pletely in disagreement—that every man who £nows some- 
thing, is something, and is doimg something will discover to 
his delight that telling his story is not only possible, but 
pleasing and profitable as well. 

I knew a man who last winter devoted from one to three 
nights of every week to public appearances on the same 
general theme we are discussing here. He has spoken recently 
before state and national conventions, teaches an adult class 
once a month, and has been elected president of the national 
association that serves his particular field. It was only a few 
years ago that this same man seriously considered abandoning 
his job rather than get on his feet and deliver a routine report 
before a small group from his own organization. Why the 
change? Because he made up his mind to know something, be 
something, and do something about the greatest single prob- 
lem confronting the country he fought for in World War II, 
and which he still serves as a Commander in the Naval 
Reserve. 

For anyone who may look on this as one of those rare 
situations that comes along just once in a while, let me tell 
you another story. 

I knew a young fellow in college who was shy and timid to 
the point of pain. He graduated with the intention of teaching 
in high school, but took instead an editorial job on a weekly 
newspaper. Some years later the depression hit, and one day 
the editor called him in and said, “I want to know whether or 
not you can sell advertising.” The editor tells me the fellow 
turned dead white and replied, “Sir, I never have, but I'll try.” 

The editor then said to him, “That's fine. Business is so 
bad we can’t keep an advertising man and an editorial man, 
both. I have just asked the advertising man if he could write, 
and he said, ‘Not on your life,’ so I suppose you stay.” 

That fellow walked up and down the street for 30 minutes 
before he could get up nerve to rush into a retail store, sputter 
“You don’t want to buy any advertising, do you?”, and rush 
out. But he did try, and he kept trying, and he finally sold 
some advertising. He even made a knee-knocking “occupa- 
tional” talk before his civic club. 

Since then he has talked about the problem we are dis- 
cussing here before a good many groups, large and small. His 
audiences must assess the quality of that effort, but two things 
I know. One is that he is still trying, because I was that young 
man; and the other is that even today if I can get to a platform 
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without a visible case of quivering palsy, anybody can. 

Do you know what the secret is—the thing that makes it 
seem not only normal but necessary to do the speaking and 
the buttonholing and the letter-writing and the telephoning 
and everything else that is involved in doing something to 
win this war we are in? 

Of course you do. It is conviction—strong conviction. It is 
the conviction that political problems, way down deep, are 
also religious and moral problems. It is the conviction that 
all men are morally equal, and are endowed with equal rights, 
but that this does not mean they have any inherent unearned 
right to equal things. It is the conviction that property and 
freedom are inseparably connected, that economic leveling 
is not economic uplift, that change is not necessarily progress, 
and that sound principles are not roadblocks which must be 
cast aside to make way for the forward march of mankind. 

Out of strong conviction comes dedication, and out of 
dedication comes the sort of crusading spirit which is manda- 
tory for those who would fight the most important battle of 
our century. 

The job will not be done by men who insist on comfort 
and soft cushions at a time when their country needs them for 
hard crusading—or by men who take the view that because 
their own staterooms are still above water they need not 
volunteer to help plug holes in the hull of the ship. It cannot 
be done by lukewarm men who consistently seek refuge in 
an anemic phrase called “middle-of-the-road.” There is no 
such thing as middle-of-the-road where principle is concerned. 
Stealing is either stealing or it isn’t, and it makes no difference 
whether it is done with a blackjack or with a ballot box. 

This is a job for men who can keep their vision clear, 
their feet on the ground, their minds alert to the deep-down 
differences between man’s legitimate rights and his covetous 
desires, and their hearts in tune with eternal principles of 
cause and effect which human beings are free to disregard 
but unable in any way to change or overcome. 

There are cynics who will say that already it is too late— 
that the job cannot be done. It can’t—by cynics; but we can 
stand a few cynics if we have enough statesmen. We can 
stand a few parasites if we have enough patriots. We can 
stand a few who bury their talents if we have enough who 
bring back ten. 

It is to those who still have faith in their country, faith 
in their fellow man, and faith in themselves that this message 
is addressed. There are such men today—men of true courage, 
men of compelling conviction. All of them did not die 2,000 
years ago. All did not live in 1776. Some of them will read 
these pages. 

Ours is the call for modern application of the same type 
of triumphant heroism which brought our nation into being. 
There are no horses to be ridden through darkened streets, 
but there are many Americans to be awakened—no lanterns 
to be hung in steeples, but many an illuminating example to 
be set—no muskets to be shot, but many messages to be 
spread—no cannon to be faced, but many unyielding stands 
to be taken. 

Ours is the call to get iron in our blood, bone in our 
backs, fervor in our souls, and determination in our hearts— 
to KNOW all we can, BE all we can, and DO all we can in 
a cause that is greater than we can ever become. 

As we accept that call, we shall find—you and I—that we 
have lifted ourselves above the race of the rat to the rich 
fulfillment of those who lose themselves in devotion to what 
they know to be right. We shall find the ultimate, enduring 
gratification—the soul-satisfying happiness—that comes only 
from living for principles we know will long outlast us. 
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A Significance For The Individual 


THE MEANING OF LIFE 
By JAMES O. DOBBS, JR., Industrial Relations Consultant and Lecturer, Austin, Texas 
Delivered to the Graduating Class, Abilene Christian College, May 29, 1961 


HERE IS A SENSE in which every person is a creator. 

We all bestow significance upon the world about us— 

upon our mentors and peers, upon traditional ideals and 
institutions, upon past history and current events. And as we do 
this, we bestow a significance upon ourselves as well. 

In the act of bestowing significance we become creators. 
We give meaning and purpose where meaning and purpose 
had not existed, as least as far as our own understanding was 
concerned. In this way, every person places a significance of 
his own manufacture upon life; he mentally creates the world 
in which he lives, the world of reality notwithstanding. 

As each person gives meaning to the things about himself, 
he develops a set of values, good or bad, through which he 
sees the world and by which he felates himself to it. The 
degree of one’s success in seeing things and persons as they 
are, and in establishing a properly balanced relationship to 
them, is the degree of one’s happiness and usefulness. 

One of the major problems we face is that of being realistic 
in the meaning we place upon life. In order to be realistic, we 
must be guided by fact, not fancy, and we must recognize that 
limitations upon our understanding of reality can be imposed 
by our emotions. 

The search for the meaning of life is a challenging prospect. 
Coronado-like, the world’s philosophers always have quested 
after a sort of final Cibola: The ultimate truth with regard to 
the meaning of life. Unfortunately, the goal has proved more 
an illusion than Coronado’s seven cities. 

Too often those who are concerned over this question—and 
it is to be hoped that most of us are—have only vague concepts 
of what they wish to establish as they search for life’s meaning. 
Coronado had the immense advantage of a defined goal. The 
adventurer knew what he wanted. Even though it did not 
exist, still the impelling power of knowing what he looked for 
did exist. He had solved the primary problem any searcher 
faces—the problem of having a stopping place. 

Our intellectual lives may become barren in the press of 
day-to-day existence. The search for the meaning of life, once 
important to us, may become simply a catch-phrase by which 
we attempt to endow some sort of grandeur upon ill-defined 
or paltry purposes, or upon pursuits that have no real purpose 
at all. Not only may the where of the search grow constantly 
more distant, the what itself may become an increasingly 
confused muddle in our minds, even though we continue to 
believe we are racing after it ventre a terre. 

It is quite possible to begin a great philosophical adventure 
under a standard whose motto proclaims: “In quest of a Holy 
Grail—the true truth and the real reality concerning the 
meaning of life!” (This probably epitomizes the earnestness 
of all novice adventurers.) How sad, but how typical, that so 
many of these brave beginnings end in furious charges at 
windmills, or in indifference and defeat. 

It is vital that minds awakened by higher education not be 
allowed to suffer intellectual defeat. The nation desperately 
needs intellectual leadership if our civilization is to be kept 
from reverting to primitive culture patterns—communal living, 
unitary government, and other denials of liberty and individu- 
alism. 

One of the questions basic to the search for the meaning of 
life—and I consider it most basic—is: What is the meaning 


of one’s self? A search for the general meaning of life must 
begin at the specific point of the personal significance of the 
searcher. 

If we have the capacity for creation in that we bestow 
significance upon things, persons, and ideas, let us first create 
some valid meaning of ourselves. A person can never discover 
the meaning of life who does not know his own meaning, but 
if one does summon the courage to assign some meaning to 
himself, he will have, by the same insight, assigned a meaning 
to life. 

In an exaggerated humility, foisted upon me by one of the 
world’s many dreamers, I may decide that I am insignificant, 
worthless, ineffective, without claim to human rights. In such 
a case, I have decided, in effect, that life is something that 
must exploit me. I have said that the meaning of life is 
suffering and self-abnegation. I have affirmed that my personal 
dignity is so negligible as to make myself the proper subject 
of a moral, political, or economic enslavement imposed by 
others. 

Conversely, I may decide, in an exaggerated pride incited 
by one of the world’s many demagogues, that I am all-powerful, 
all-sufficient and, perhaps, all-wise—a god-man. In this case, 
I have said that life means I must exploit. I have affirmed a 
right to pre-empt the field of human freedom. I have said 
life means license for my coercion of the free wills of others, 
either by brute fogce or, if I gain the position, by government 
edict. I have so overplayed the concept of my own strength as 
to have made myself the proper object of the fear of my 
fellows. 

Somewhere between the manipulator and the manipulated, 
somewhere between the tyrant and the slave, somewhere 
between ruthless arrogance and supine abjectness, the meaning 
of persons lies. 

How shall we decide what we mean and, as a subsequence, 
what life means? 

Though each person finally must reach his own conclusions, 
there are guideposts based in religion, philosophy, and cultural 
tradition that can help. Most modern intellectuals decry these 
essentials and would turn from them in an attempt to be 
perfectly free. One cannot, however, break with the past and 
adopt a moment-by-moment pragmatism in the belief that 
it will be accepted by sensible men as significant living. 

The traditions are important; we should not be too eager 
to overthrow them. They are necessary because every individual 
needs an integrated view of himself and of his relationship to 
others. He needs an historic reference in which to place 
himself in order that he may build upon it an explanation of 
his presence on earth and an understanding of his purpose in 
life. 

One cannot cast off from the moorings of the traditional 
past completely and hope to accomplish any more intellectually 
than merely to drift in a sea of confusion and unhappiness. 
The present builds on the past. Each person must construct his 
own meaning upon the wisdom and the folly of preceding 
human experience. There is no freedom less deserving of the 
name than that freedom which completely isolates man from 
his own history and releases him from his own cultural 
heritage. Witness the slavish conformity of the Beatnik to 
the doctrine of non-conformity. Witness as well the dull 
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uniformity conceived by certain political theorists whose new 
horizons of social and economic thought turn out to be a 
method of enslavement to ideas so invalid as to deserve to 
have perished with their reactionary originator, Dr. Karl Marx. 

From the guideposts of religion, philosophy, and cultural 
heritage, it is to be expected that the modern young American, 
in assessing himself and his relation to society, will more or 
less conceive the ideals of personal liberty (with its corollary, 
personal responsibility) and self-reliance (with it corollary, 
an independent spirit) as normal constructions of his own 
meaning. He will believe that he is a spiritual being; that life 
is purposive; that truth is knowable; that freedom is essential 
to productivity; that each person should be able to guide his 
own life along lines directed by his independent judgment; 
that, since he is not a mere flesh machine, his life must be 
lived on the level of conceptual awareness. 

These ideas of personality should be the general conclusions 
drawn out of the philosophical and historical background from 
which the modern American springs. 

As soon, however, as one decides that life is spiritual as 
well as physical, that freedom is to be preferred to slavery, 
that truth can be known, and that morality is essential to 
happiness, he will find that opponents to all these ideas stand 
in the way to challenge this entire frame of self-concept. 

The opponents of whom I speak do not necessarily wage 
their ideological war from foreign shores. Our chief antagonists 
are among us. For many years they have directed an unrelenting 
assault upon the character and spirit of our people. And they 
have been far more successful than we care to think. We have 
only to view the spoor of these marauders to know they have 
been among us and have taken their toll. 

In education, for example, a widely-accepted epistemology 
holds that truth can only be approximated, never really known. 
By this deceit we are placed in the awkward position of never 
being sure, of never experiencing the strength that comes from 
a realizacion of what is right, and thus of being robbed of 
conviction. This means we can never oppose with confidence 
what we may believe to be error, that we cannot take strong 
stands, that we must be forever chained by the silken cables 
of modulation and appeasement. 

In psychology it is piously proclaimed that men are the 
result of am economic determinism that renders them ir- 
responsible for their thoughts, words, or actions. (Thus, social 
problems are conceived solely as the result of economic condi- 
tions. Juvenile delinquency is approached by the devious 
route of slum clearance, but it is considered unthinkable that 
delinquents should be held responsible or that they should be 
taught that it is moral to obey the law!) The most terrifying 
effect of this cant is found not so much in the doctrinaire 
Marxism that proclaims capitalism must die, as in the wide- 
spread attitude of blameshifting that denies personal responsi- 
bility, an attitude too often witnessed among our own people 
today. 

In economics we are assured that our affluent society 
does not know what is good for it, as evidenced by so mortal 
a sin as tailfins on automobiles, and that, therefore, the nation’s 
economy must be taken in hand by beneficient and all-wise 
planners who are almost God-like in their understanding of 
what is good for the people, and in their own pure motives 
in undertaking to dispense equally the material gain accruing 
in a free society. Very few today have the courage or the wit 
to doubt er to challenge the unctuous babblings of these 
Messiahs of social planning who seem able to utter blessings 
upon the idea of liberty while at the same time they force the 
bitter dose of increasing regulation and control down the 
throats of a squirming and, as they see it, child-like citizenry. 

In politics we are the victims of a growing governmental 
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paternalism and a rising egalitarian sympathy that will, in the 
end, destroy our Republic. 

The final result of this assault will be a monolithic society 
in which security becomes the summum bonum to be gained 
at the price of liberty, and in which a drab conformity becomes 
the epitomy of a democracy to be gained at the expense of 
individual excellence. 

This is the new society—the new meaning of life—toward 
which we are being pushed with increasing force. The lever 
applied to exert this force is the simple expedient of using 
one’s morality against himself. That lever was forged when 
the marauders succeeded in separating morality from reason— 
when they convinced us that we should feel guilty if we place 
our own desires and needs above the interests of Collective 
Man. Playing upon a false humanitarianism, the new collectiv- 
ists, as Senator Goldwater has put it, “ask our permission to 
play God with the human race.” That we have been so supine 
as to grant that permission is proof enough that our morality 
is being used against us! 

How is it possible for us to assign a dignified meaning to 
our lives when we have been reduced to the level of animals 
by the secularists who deny that man, by virtue of a Divine 
creation, has the right to be free? 

How is it possible to maintain a semblance of self-reliance 
and individuality when the foundations of a free society are 
being etched away by vitriolic attacks on private property, 
competition, and the morality of the marketplace? 

Is not our way of life teetering at the brink of a bottomless 
chasm if we must barter independence for security and the 
achievements of outstanding individuals living under the 
political principles of a Republic for the grayness of a new 
socialistic demos? 

Rigorous thought will have to be applied to such threats to 
individuality if we are to resist the impending mediocrity of 
a common man society. We must consciously decide that we 
are human beings, not animals who survive by adjusting 
themselves to their backgrounds. We must decide that man 
has intelligence and spirit enough to adjust his background to 
himself. This will require both thought and determination. 
We cannot wish freedom into being, nor can we dream up 
its preservation. 

There is a vital difference between a senseless robot that 
cannot do more than submit to its environment, and a 
thoughtful, productive man who can change the course of 
rivers, Of Compose a symphony, or explore outer space, or 
write the Declaration of Independence. If we are induced to 
conceive ourselves as mere animals, we will come to rely 
finally upon blind instinct rather than upon conscious, creative 
thought. But we must be warned, before we accept the doctrine 
that we can only submit to a controlling environment or con- 
form to inevitable social change, that such important victories 
as human freedom are not won by senseless robots. 

If life is to mean freedom, achievement, excellence of char- 
acter, morality, and an acknowledgment of a spiritual God, 
we must give it that meaning. We can do this only as we 
assign to ourselves the traits of independence, spirituality, and 
the capacity to achieve. Surely, no free person could ask the 
consent of his conscience to live or die for a less worthy self 
concept. 

In the attempt to assess the meaning of one’s self and the 
meaning of life, I commend to your serious consideration the 
creed of the freeman: 

“I do not choose to be a common man. It is my right 
to be uncommon, if I can. I seek opportunity, not security. 
I do not wish to be a kept citizen, humbled and dulled 
by having the state look after me. I want to take the 
calculated risk—to dream and to build, to fail and to 
succeed. 
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LUTHER W. YOUNGDAHL 


“I refuse to barter incentive for dole. I prefer the 
challenges of life to the guaranteed existence; the thrill of 
fulfillment to the stale calm of Utopia. I will not trade 
freedom for beneficence, nor my dignity for a handout. 
I will never cower before any master or bend to any 
threat. It is my heritage to stand erect, proud, and un- 
afraid, to think and act for myself, to enjoy the benefit of 
my creations, the fruit of my labor, and to face the world 
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boldly and say, “This, with God’s help, I have done.’” 

Freedom is the noblest meaning of life. The irreducible 
primary in the idea of freedom is the right to choose for one’s 
self and to be responsible for one’s choices. It follows, therefore, 
that personal liberty—liberty of conscience and liberty of 
action—is the only basis upon which we may construct a 
significance that befits us as persons who possess inalienable, 
God-given rights. 


Tyranny Of Words 


THE GAP BETWEEN PLEDGE AND PERFORMANCE 
By JUDGE LUTHER W. YOUNGDAHL, United States District Court for the District of Columbia 


Delivered at Commencement, University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, Minnesota, August 17, 1961 


R. PRESIDENT, members of the Board of Regents, 
members of the faculty, graduates, parents, and friends 
of this institution. 

This is an inspiring occasion for me—the opportunity to 
appear once again at the University of my beloved home state. 

I should like to discuss with you this evening a disease with 
which I believe the people of the nation are afflicted—the 
disease of the tyranny of words. By this I mean that we have 
in too many areas of our national life pledged loyalty to the 
great concepts of our society, failing to realize that reiteration 
of the phrases without applying their teachings to practical 
problems renders them mere shibboleths. 

What we have forgotten is that those who composed these 
statements of national dedication—the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence with its ringing proclamation that ali men are created 
equal and endowed with the inalienable right to life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness; the Pledge of Allegiance to the 
flag: one nation under God, with liberty and justice for all— 
did not infuse these lamplights of freedom with an eternal 
flame. What they did was to start us on the right path with 
the opportunity to rekindle the flame as the circumstances of 
each generation required. 

Instead, what we have allowed ourselves to believe is that 
our statements of purpose are self-executing—that proclaiming 
ourselves a nation under God has made us so for all time; that 
verbal devotion to “equal justice under law” without more, is 
enough. What many of us also fail to realize is that participa- 
tion in the process of turning these words into deeds is an 
exciting experience and that each of us, no matter what his 
position, must participate in this process if the pledges are to 
be fulfilled and if freedom is to be maintained. 

Let us look at a few examples of this gap between pledge 
and performance. 

I. 

Our basic proclamation to each other and to the world is 
that all men are endowed with the “inalienable right” to “life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.” Basic to effectuation of 
this pledge is a proper start in life for our young people. Are 
they being afforded this start? 

(a) First, are they receiving strong and warm home guid- 
ance, discipline, inspiration and spiritual training? 

When we say we believe in a nation of strong families, have 
these words become mere shibboleths? 

The importance of the family is reflected in the Chinese 
proverb, “As goes the home, so goes the nation; as goes the 
nation, so goes the world.” 

It is now axiomatic in American life that the family is a 
sacred institution. This most sacred human relationship, 
ordained by God, Himself, is a vital part of Judaeo-Christian 


tradition. It is in the home that the lessons of mutual respon- 
sibility and of self-sacrifice are learned. 

Every child is entitled to a normal home and to the friend- 
ship, recognition, wholesome adventure, discipline and spirit- 
ual guidance which parents should provide. In the home each 
individual must be accorded the opportunity to achieve physi- 
cal, mental and spiritual maturity. And yet the record discloses 
a serious decline in the integrity of the home. We have been 
confronted with a steadily growing list of statistics about the 
weakening of the family; the divorce rate continues high; 
divorces mean broken homes; and broken homes mean children 
who are innocent victims. Out of these broken homes come a 
tragic amount of youth delinquency and the loss of precious 
human resources. 

There is an ominous similarity to the disintegration of the 
family when Rome declined and the condition of far too many 
families in Western civilization today. When the disintegration 
of the Roman family system had been finally consummated and 
diffused throughout the Roman Empire, it only epitomized 
the general dissolution of the social structure as a whole and 
became the vehicle of the collapse of that structure of civiliza- 
tion. 

(b) Second, are our young people receiving the educational 
opportunities essential to full development of their potential 
as individuals—and incidentally, to our strength as a nation? 
When we have repeatedly emphasized the importance of 
equality of educational opportunity have these, likewise, been 
empty words? 

Education is of critical importance in a democracy. Thomas 
Jefferson spoke for America when he said, “By far the most 
important bill in our whole code is that for the diffusion of 
knowledge among the people. No other sure foundation can 
be devised for the preservation of freedom and happiness.” 
The American way of life demands that every citizen shall 
have the right to an education. Its enemies thrive on ignorance 
and illiteracy. The American ideal of educational equality is 
far short of attainment, as draft rejections during both world 
wars amply proved. We have a long way to go and critical 
times such as these ought to spur us on to a new zeal to pro- 
vide an education to meet the demands of the hour. 

It is interesting to recall that the act establishing our Land 
Grant colleges, after years of controversy in congress and a 
presidential veto, was finally signed by Lincoln a century ago. 
It is the development of these colleges which has made Amer- 
ica the foremost agricultural and industrial nation in the world. 
Our own state university, as one of the Land Grant colleges, 
has grown to be one of the greatest institutions of higher 
education in the nation. It has become great because the people 
of Minnesota early recognized its worth and have been willing 
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to pay for its continued growth. To meet the needs of this 
space age it will require even greater support. 

We face a new situation in education for two reasons: Dur- 
ing the early 1940's about two million babies were born each 
year in the United States. During the latter 1940's, the number 
increased to more than four million and has continued at that 
figure since. This means as this larger group moves up through 
the grades and into high school and college there must be 
twice as many classrooms and twice as many teachers merely 
to maintain the quantity demand for education. But there is 
also a quality demand. We cannot hold our place in the race 
for world supremacy without greatly improving the quality 
of our education. We are more conscious just now of the need 
for improved education in science and technology to meet the 
Russian threat. However, the need is equally great for histor- 
ians and philosophers and leaders in humanity. We cannot 
afford to allow our education to be thrown out of balance by 
our efforts to match our rivals. 

(c) Third, when home and school fail in giving a youngster 
the proper start in life and he drifts into juvenile delinquency, 
is the pledge to give all men the right to life, liberty, and the 
pursuit of happiness fulfilled? Again, I am afraid that it is not 
—that Shakespear’s warning in “Hamlet” about the super- 
ficiality of words, words, words might well apply to our actions 
in this area. 

In dealing with the individual offender, we still employ too 
frequently the quick, simple, retributive solution of punish- 
ment. Crimes of violence are, of course, a cause for profound 
concern. But there are elements of real hysteria in some of the 
current reactions to them, effectively illustrated, I believe, in 
a recent cartoon in the “Manchester Guardian” which portrayed 
five citizens carrying banners with the inscriptions: “Flog Em,” 
“Reasoning Doesn't Help,” “Hang 'Em,” “Birch 'Em,” “Join 
Our Anti-violence League.” 

But more important, we fail to understand that the only 
effective way to massively reduce the incidence of crime is to 
exterminate its roots—the roots of slums, overcrowded schools, 
denial of job opportunities because of race and color of skin, 
neglect of children who through no fault of their own are 
born to parents who give them neither discipline, love, care, 
nor religious guidance, nor even sustenance. Those who thus 
begin life as second-class citizens are entitled to society's care, 
not its condemnation. 





II. 

We profess our reverence for life and the dignity of the 
individual. Have we carried this profession into practice in 
respect to our mentally ill? 

(a) What is the magnitude of the problem of mental ill- 
ness? It is seventeen million of our citizens suffering from some 
form of mental illness—one in every ten persons. 

It is 10% of public school children emotionally disturbed 
and in need of mental guidance. 

It is at least two hundred thousand other children receiving 
treatment each year at mental health clinics throughout the 
country. 

It is approximately five million four hundred thousand chil- 
dren and adults mentally retarded—about 3% of our entire 
population. 

The extent of mental disease and retardation, in short, is 
great. Its role as a factor in criminal behavior, delinquency, 
suicide, alcoholism, and narcotic addiction is, sadly, a signifi- 
cant one. 

Our past performance in dealing with the problem has been 
a poor one. 

To assist disturbed school children, the majority of our 
schools lack trained personnel or facilities. 

To care for those needing hospitalization, our state mental 
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institutions are generally inadequate—a large percentage of 
them being overcrowded and many failing to meet the mini- 
mum standards established by the American Psychiatric Asso- 
ciation. 

To care for those patients fortunate enough to secure hos- 
pital admission, funds are shockingly meager—in 1959 the 
average amount spent for research per individual hospital care, 
employing federal, state, national volunteer health agency and 
other private funds was approximately $96. 

To care for those needing clinical rreatment, there are only 
1,400 clinics in the entire country—almost all with waiting 
lists of from three months to a year. There should be at least 
3,600 such clinics—more than twice as many as we have. 

Finally, in response to the long and tragic history of our 
care of the mentally ill in this country, we have seen vast 
periods of public apathy punctuated by sporadic outbursts of 
citizen indignation leading to patchwork and only partial re- 
forms in many of our state hospitals. 

Our needs in this field should be painfully obvious. First, 
more funds for research to discover cures and better methods 
of prevention, care and treatment. Second, training of addi- 
tional psychiatrist, psychiatric social workers and nurses to 
give more efficient care to the increasing number of mentally 
ill. Third, larger and more ambitious program for training the 
practitioner of psychiatric skills. Fourth, increased experimen- 
tation in the field of community mental health services. Fifth, 
development of out-patient services. 

If a free society cannot help those who have fallen by the 
wayside, then what good are all its six-lane turnpikes and its 
elaborate mechanical gadgets. Though we have made substan- 
tial progress in the last two decades in the care of the men- 
tally ill, thousands still remain the lostlings of society, made 
mute by sickness, guarded walls and the loss of their civil 
rights. Casualties of the spirit, voiceless and powerless, their 
very personalities—yes, their very lives—are completely de- 
pendent on the concern, wisdom and compassion of those who 
are more fortunate. Nowhere is man’s inhumanity to man more 
pronounced than in the care of the mentally ill. 

(b) And how do we apply our professed belief in reverence 
for life as to our senior citizens? The White House Conference 
on Aging, held at the nation’s capitol in January, 1961, pro- 
duced some significant facts, among some of which were as 
follows: 

The average man or woman can expect to live longer than 
ever before—into his 70’s and 80's. More people will have 
longer periods of retirement. At age 60 in 1900, for example, 
a man could expect less than three years in retirement. Today 
he can expect more than eight retirement years. 

We have sixteen million people over sixty-five today. This 
is five times more than we had in 1900 and the number will 
double in the next forty years. The number over 75 will triple. 
To these senior citizens we owe a responsibility. As stated in 
the senior citizens’ charter, “Each of our senior citizens, regard- 
less of race, color or creed, is entitled to the right to be useful, 
the right to continue in at least part time employment, to be 
free from want in old age, the right to a fair share of the com- 
munity’s recreational, educational and medical resources, the 
right to obtain decent housing, the right to live and die in 
dignity.” Of course, with these rights go certain obligations— 
among which are the following: the obligation of each citizen 
to prepare himself to become active, alert, capable, self-support- 
ing and useful; the obligation to learn and apply sound prin- 
ciples of physical and mental health; the obligation to seek and 
develop potential avenues of service in the years after retire- 
ment and the obligation to attempt to maintain such relations 
with family, neighbors and friends as will make him a 
respected and valued counsellor throughout his later years. 
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Il. 

Our basic national premise—the heart of the Judaeo-Chris- 
tian heritage to which we are heirs—is respect for the equal 
dignity of all individuals. Proudly we have chiseled into the 
marble facade of our supreme court: “Equal Justice Under 
Law,” and yet when we repeat the pledge “with justice for all” 
do we mean it? Are these, too, but idle words? Our greatest 
international need is to prove that we put this belief into 
practice. Here, then, is a task which our heritage should inspire 
us to accomplish, and our role as a competitor for the heart of 
the sceptical, uncommitted people of the world demands that 
we accomplish. To be true to our past and to secure our future, 
it is a task in which we must not fail. 

One of the most potent weapons in the arsenal of commu- 
nism is the allegation that we as a people give no more than 
lip service to the Bill of Rights; that we loudly protest alle- 
giance to equality, but actually practice race and religious 
discrimination in our daily lives. 

The struggle with communism is essentially a spiritual bat- 
tle. Diplomatic maneuvers and supremacy in arms will never 
be sufficient to win the hearts of a billion people who, shaking 
off the shackles of the centuries, are demanding equality as 
dignified human beings. 

In this day of nuclear energy and rocket projectiles, the 
whole human race is involved in a struggle for survival. Each 
one of us is a part of that struggle; the gist of the problem is 
individual. It is the problem of being able to live with one 
another in the basic relationships of life—as husband and 
wife, parents and children, employer and employee, white men 
and Negroes, Protestants, Catholics and Jews. Every unfair 
discrimination a white man practices against a Negro in our 
community relationships, every nasty slur voiced by a Gentile 
against a Jew, every act of discourtesy or prejudice makes less 
possible the solution of mankind’s gigantic problem. 

Our solemn duty is to build bridges of understanding across 
the tragic chasms of racial, religious and national differences. 
Unless the social tensions are mitigated—and that right soon 
—they threaten to wrench the fabric of our society and tear 
it into shreds. 

The uncommitted nations of the world will be convinced 
by our actions and not by our words. Mrs. Youngdahl and I 
were at a private dinner party with Prime Minister Nehru in 
Delhi, India, at the time of the Little Rock incident. We saw 
at first hand the deterioration of respect for us as a democratic 
nation because ‘of this tragic spectacle. What happened at 
Little Rock and what has happened more recently in Louisiana, 
Alabama and Mississippi has made front page news in a great 
many countries of the world. The harm done to the standing 
of the United States by such social violence is incalculable. 
The issue goes far beyond the states of the south involved in 
these unfortunate incidents. 

The United States is beset with an all-encompassing cold 
war and is engaged in a battle for men’s minds. A world two- 
thirds non-white looks critically at American pretensions. The 
growing question today is whether there is yet time for us to 
secure the respect of other people by our deeds rather than by 
our words. 

Finally, we pledge that we are a nation under God, but have 
not these words also become mere shibboleths? Is it not true, 
as someone has said, that “words eat men?” 

In recent years we have come to realize that we are engaged 
in real competition with the Soviets in the economic, political 
and military fields and we cannot be too sure of victory in these 
areas. There is one issue, however, in which we can be sure 
to win—in maintaining the dignity of the individual and the 
moral and spiritual integrity of our people. 

The real difference between the Soviet system and our sys- 
tem is that we profess we are and strive to live as a nation 
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under God, and yet there are ominous signs that we are stray- 
ing from the path. The great issue facing Americans in this 
space age is how to get off the launching pad of moral and 
spiritual deterioration, how to be strong so we can continue 
to be free—strong not only economically, politically and mili- 
tarily, but more especially morally and spiritually. It is in this 


‘area that we have the real opportunity for victory. 


Character always has and always will be the keystone of 
greatness in a person and in a whole nation. The historian 
can quickly show us that just as soon as the character of a 
people begins to weaken and break down, a nation begins to 
crumble and is on the road downward to ruin. 

It seems to me we have somehow failed to impress the peo- 
ples in other areas of the world as to the vital theory which 
we believe makes our country great—its spiritual quality—and 
our belief in the worth of every individual. 

Integrity of the people rather than material strength is what 
builds a nation. When French philosopher DeTocqueville 
visited America many years ago, he said, “America is great 
because America is good and if America ever ceases to be good, 
America will cease to be great.” 

A few examples will suffice to indicate a decline in our 
national character: 

In the field of fraud, in 1958, bad checks that came to the 
notice of the F.B.I. had a face value of eight million dollars. 

Daily press releases of the Federal Trade Commission reveal 
misrespresentation by sellers of goods as to origin, quality 
and price. 

Householders have found themselves the victims of slipshod 
work and padded bills for repairs to the home or the family 
Car. 

Unscrupulous persons on relief have fraudulently requested 
and received more money than the law permits. 

Surety companies reveal that employee dishonesty can be 
safely estimated at somewhere between five hundred million 
and one billion dollars a year. 

Collusive arrangements between business and labor and tele- 
vision scandals have been revealed in recent congressional in- 
vestigations. 

Corruption of law enforcement officers and other public 
officials and influence peddling have been disclosed in many 
quarters. Many more examples could be cited, but these in- 
stances should be sufficient to prove the necessity for strength- 
ening the moral fibre of our society. 

The beep, beep, beep of the satellite has been a familiar 
sound to one listening in an astronomic observatory in recent 
months. If one listened intently, it almost seemed the little 
satellite was saying to the people on earth, “your time is short. 
You may have discovered a way to get to outer space, but 
unless you discover a way to peace, the conquest of space may 
well forecast the death of the world. It is the earth to which 
you should give importance. It has greater significance than 
the moon.” The real issue is not whether one will get to the 
moon to beat any other nation, but will we get to the earth to 
save man from destruction? 

Our problem has not changed with the coming of the space 
age. Though man should be successful in launching a bridge- 
head on the moon, or in finding possible living conditions on 
other planets, or perhaps in projecting a rocket into space with 
space pioneers ready to establish families and communities far 
beyond our earth in another solar system, our problem remains 
essentially the same—these courageous pioneers would have 
the same characteristics of human nature as those of the people 
they left behind. Our problem would still be man, himself. 
Therefore, though we must be willing to recognize our weak- 
nesses, there are great days ahead if we will meet our challenges 
with discipline and dedication. 

I like Carl Sandburg’s vision of America’s days ahead: 
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“I see America, not in the setting sun of a black 
night of despair ahead of us. I see America in the 
crimson light of a rising sun, fresh from the burning, 
creative hand of God. I see great days ahead—great 
days possible to men and women of will and vision.” 

Many years ago a great ship sank amid the icebergs of the 
Atlantic. A woman passenger waiting for a life boat received 
permission to return to her room where she kept her diamonds 
and other valuables. In this moment of danger, she ignored 
her jewels and instead snatched three oranges and made her 
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way back to the lifeboat. In a lifeboat oranges take priority 
over diamonds. At the pivot between doom or dawn, human 
values become more precious than material values. In times 
of disaster, we see with a new vividness that material things 
will not insure our survival. 

In today’s hour of peril there must be a strong reaffirmation 
of the utter necessity for discipline, consecration, and service. 

It will be for you graduates, the leaders of our nation in the 
years ahead, to determine whether oranges will be worth more 
than diamonds. 


Our Freedom To Fail 


THE SPIRIT OF ADVENTURE 
by RAY R. EPPERT, President, Burroughs Corporation 


Delivered at Commencement, Detroit Institute of Technology, Detroit, Michigan, June 21, 1961 


O THE MANY congratulations you have already re- 

ceived on this long-awaited day, I want first of all to 

add my own. You have now, in one sense of the word, 
completed your education. I am not going to belabor the 
point that this ic a commencement exercise, but I do want 
to remind you of Ralph Waldo Emerson's observation: “The 
things taught in schools and colleges are not an education, 
but the means of education.” You should be very proud of 
your school. As graduates of the Detroit Institute of Tech- 
nology, you now have a splendid foundation upon which to 
build that daily increment of knowledge which, throughout 
what I hope are long and fruitful lives, will leave you even 
better-educated with every setting sun. 

A constantly broadening and deepening education will be 
needed to meet the problems some continuing, some 
fresh which will confront us in both the short and long 
term future. 

They include the challenges which have confronted every 
generation the never-ending effort to enlarge the oppor- 
tunities for all men and women, to provide a better life 
for more and more people. They include the social and 
economic impacts created by our technological progress, plus 
many developments which will accrue from our continuing 
efforts in the conquest of space. 

Above all, tomorrow's problems will almost certainly in- 
clude that conflicting ideology which right now is threatening 
our very continued existence as a free people and as a free 
nation. 

Freedom is the great American tradition, and our greatest 
danger is that we have become so accustomed to our liberties 
that we do not take sufficient recognition of the forces which 
threaten them. By that I do not mean so much Communist in- 
filtration, subversion or physical force, as the open Com- 
munist boasts that they are going to out-produce us, out-trade 
us, win over the uncommitted peoples of the world to their 
side, and finally “bury” us by the process of sapping our 
strength until, in Lenin’s own words, we fall “like over-ripe 
fruit” into their hands 

It is all-important that we recognize the fact that we are 
right now, at this minute, at war with Communism on a wide 
economic front. It is all-important that we come to this 
realization while we still maintain a tremendous advantage of 
resources with which to win this war. 

I read recently the comment an immigrant to our country 
made on our trait of taking liberty for granted. Perhaps | 
could say it more grammatically, but I certainly cannot put 
it any more effectively. “You Americans,” he said. “You don’t 


appreciate democracy because you don’t know what it ain't.” 

That perhaps could be called a negative approach toward 
the significance of democracy and freedom, but it is often 
necessary to know the negative in order to understand the 
positive. There is another negative approach which I want to 
propound this evening, because I believe it to be the priceless 
ingredient in the positive action we as a nation must take 
today and tomorrow. Also, I believe this particular ingredient 
will determine the success this graduating class will individu- 
ally achieve. 

What is this essential ingredient? I call it our freedom to 
fail. 

Second only to freedom in our American traditions is 
success. We are accustomed to success, as individuals, as cor- 
porations, as a nation. As the land of opportunity, we became 
the melting pot of nations, for only in America could every 
man, no matter what his beginnings, hope to become a success. 

We know beyond doubt that these twin traditions of 
freedom and success are directly related, but exactly which of 
our freedoms is it that has been the key to our door of 
opportunity? 

We have, after all, not one freedom but many. Freedom to 
worship was a motivating force behind our early colonization. 
To gain freedom from foreign oppression we fought a 
revolution. To assure freedom from tyranny by our own 
government, we wrote safeguards into our Constitution. To 
perpetuate freedom of mind and body, we added the Bill of 
Rights. To extend freedom to all men and to solidify our 
nation, we fought a terrible Civil War. 

But no one of these freedoms can be said to account for 
our success. Put them all together and there would still be an 
ingredient missing. Behind all these freedoms is our complete 
freedom to fail. With that addition, the sum total becomes the 
freedom to succeed. 

Without this complete freedom to fail, we would have only 
a limited freedom to succeed. Great opportunities are almost 
invariably accompanied by great risks; the venture which 
entails little risk usually holds out only a modest reward. This 
country owes its greatncss to men who are free to take 
chances—and who dare. We can stick our necks out, we can 
take risks, and we get the reward for doing so if we are right. 

This is a latitude of action which our cold war opponents 
do not have. Communism or any other planned economy is 
by definition so carefully hedged against failure that any 
success an individual attains must be small. Our individual 
freedom to fail, which gives us our freedom to succeed, is 
the great weapon which has brought the United States its 
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role of world leadership, and if we continue to exercise it, 
will keep us there. 

To appreciate what this freedom is, let's consider for a 
moment what it is not. We have an example distressingly 
close to home. 

According to reliable reports, this is how Cuba’s “land 
reform” program works under Castro: Each peasant . . . that 
is, some 21,000 of them so far. . . receives 67 2/3 acres of land, 
which he cannot mortgage or sell. He must plant the crops 
ordered by the government, deliver the crops to the govern- 
ment, and accept the price offered by the government. The 
land can be inherited only by one of his children. 

Here are farmers freed from some of the greatest traditional 
hazards of farming. They have a guaranteed market for all 
they can grow, at prices which are not subject to the laws of 
supply and demand. 

The government's role, theoretically, is not only to “protect” 
the farmer ayainst low prices but the consumer against high 
prices. In other words, the farmer is limited to some certain 
income, subject to change, and determined by administrative 
whims. 

But what if he aspires to a better income? He can’t borrow 
money against his land in order to make improvements which 
might increase his yield; he can’t acquire more land, or sell his 
farm to buy a better one. If he wants to quit farming to find 
a better-paying job, he is in difficulty unless, possibly, he has 
a grown son to turn the farm over to, for he has an obligation 
to this government to operate his risk-free farm. He has no 
freedom to fail... or to achieve any real success. 

I wonder what the United States would be like today if 
those pioneers and settlers who pushed our frontiers westward 
had been given these protections and these limitations? In- 
stead, they were on their own, to get starved out or to make 
a killing. Many succeeded and many failed, but out of their 
collective effort they opened up the vast area and developed 
the tremendous resources which have made us the richest 
nation on earth. 

Our present-day farm problem is conclusive evidence of 
how well the farmer's freedom to fail has worked for us. While 
the Soviet Union, Red China, Cuba, and other Communist 
nations are trying desperately to raise enough food to nourish 
their own peoples, our farm problem is one of surpluses. 
Perhaps it should be noted that our own efforts at governmental 
farm programs have not been unqualified successes, but 
certainly we wouldn’t want to trade a farm problem arising 
out of over-production for one arising out of under-production. 

On the industrial scene, there isn’t an American business 
operating today which wasn’t founded at the risk of some- 
body’s personal fortune. Every large corporation has, at some 
point in its history, had to risk expansion which could have 
backfired into failure. Every industry has a long obituary 
column of companies which failed to make the grade, but 
from the successes has come our gigantic industrial complex 

a complex so great that ‘the only limit to our rate of 
economic growth is not how much we can produce but how 
much we can sell. 

Our competitive enterprise system has the greatest possible 
production and quality incentives because it is serving the 
greatest dictatorship in the world—180 million Americans 
who exercise every day their freedom of choice in the market 
place. The products of American industry are nothing more 
nor less than candidates standing for election and the outcome 
of the voting in the market place ballot box determines the 
degree of individual company success. 

The Communists are making an all-out effort to catch up 
with us in industrial production. While their dictated, single- 
minded national determination accounts for the strides they 
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have made, it should be noted that it is a determination which 
leaves no room for individual failure. A production or planning 
failure is tantamount to sabotage, and it would be a courageous 
plant manager or bureaucratic official who shouldered the 
responsibility for instituting any revolutionary concepts which 
might double the factory output, or conversely might endanger 
meeting the planned quota. Michigan, Detroit and the free 
world can be very happy that Henry Ford had complete 
freedom to fail with his madcap ideas about mass production. 

If we are to defeat the Communist economic challenge, we 
must not allow our freedom to fail to become a “mothballed” 
weapon. It is the principal offensive weapon with which we 
can fight, because our other liberties by their very nature 
inhibit us from applying that singularity of purpose which 
dictatorship can command. 

The vital fact is that while the Communists are making 
some inroads into world markets and winning some victories 
among uncommitted peoples through the sheer aggressiveness 
of their tactics, it is the free world which is in the best position 
to be aggressive. The free world has a much greater latitude 
of action if we use it, and this is backed with an economic 
firepower which dwarfs the present combined Communist 
total. The free nations should draw together in an economic 
NATO dedicated to offense—not defense; with a battle plan 
designed to expand world trade, strengthen the economies of 
all free peoples, and demonstrate conclusively that Com- 
munism is not an effective method for upgrading the living 
standards of under-privileged peoples. This effort is essential 
to our own national well-being. 

There is more at stake than our own economic welfare— 
much more. Our struggle with Communism is taking place 
primarily among those uncommitted, under-developed na- 
tions of the world who hold, by sheer numbers, the poten- 
tial, ultimate balance of power. If we hope to win them 
over to the side of freedom, we must demonstrate that our 
system, our individual freedom of action is not some- 
thing which works only in certain countries for certain 
people, but is something which can work anywhere for any- 
one. We must sell our system product on the basis of the 
end result—the benefits, the values, the advantages which 
it brings to customers the people. 

Two years ago Mrs. Eppert and I were visiting a young 
nephew who was stationed with the Ist Battalion of the 14th 
Armored Cavalry Division in Fulda, Germany. That is richt 
on the East-West border. 

At an officers’ dinner the colonel in command of the 
battalion invited us to go out on the jeep border patrol which 
is carried on 24 hours of every day. It was a good experience. 
Suddenly we were up against the line dividing two ways of 
life with barbed wire or narrow cleared strips of ground, 
with machine gun emplacements and listening posts on both 
sides and, on the Communist side, watch towers spaced so that 
all terrain on the eastern side can be observed. Also there 
were Communist foot patrols with dogs to detect border 
activity. 

And then you fully realize that while we are there only 
to defend freedom, the Communist border personnel is serv- 
ing primarily in the role of prison guards. Their responsibility 
is to keep people im, not out. The greatest prison break in 
history is going on. Every day, 700 people are escaping from 
East to West Germany—one person every two minutes. 
Satisfied customers do not leave home and this movement 
is one-way traffic. 

I have mentioned the American traditions of freedom and 
success. Let me mention one more: optimism. And let me re- 
mind you of an old definition of optimism: The optimist sees 
opportunity in every calamity—the pessimist sees calamity 
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in every opportunity. 

Communism today represents potential calamity to us, 
and it presents us the incentive to capitalize to the fullest ex- 
tent on our great new opportunities. 

A tourist in Washington, standing in front of the National 
Archives Building, saw emblazoned on the entrance facade 
this sentence: “The Past Is But Prologue.” He said to a 
passerby, “What does that mean?” Back came the answer: “It 
means you ain't seen nothing yet.” 

America’s glorious history is merely prologue to our future. 
The so-called “good old days” have been succeeded by the 
“good mew days.” The American Revolution was fought for 
the right to achieve a better way of life. The American 
Revolution has not ended. It will never end. 

You young men and women are embarking on careers 
at a time when your opportunity horizon is limited only by 
your own thinking. Let me be specific. 

The great enterprise we call the United States of America 
wrote its by-laws in 1787. It has an unbroken dividend record 
and has paid to its stockholders—the citizens—very much 
larger dividends than any similar enterprise in the world. While 
it has been operating many years it has always remained a 
young, forward-looking, dynamic enterprise. 

In the last 60 years it has increased its business volume 
from 79 billion dollars per year to 503 billion dollars. Its 
customers have grown to 180 million and the number of 
employees to 66 milion. 

That's a good record for the 173 years this enterprise has 
been in existence. But what about the future? Where will it 
be in 1970, less than 10 short years from now? 
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New products will flow in an ever-increasing stream and 
many more closed technological doors will be opened as re- 
search and development rises to a forecasted fantastic annual 
rate of 27 billion dollars. Instead of 66 million employees, 
this American enterprise will have 80 million. The number 
of customers will increase from 180 million to 214 million. 
Eight new customers are arriving every minute of every hour 
of every day. 

Business volume in this decade will rise from 503 billion 
to 770 billion dollars per year. Dividends to the stockholders 
will not only be maintained but greatly increased. What a 
challenge and what an opportunity for individual initiative! 

America has always been both realistic and idealistic. As 
we go forward into the future let us, as individuals, preserve 
this vital blending. Humanics and economics are very natural 
and mecessary partners. 

Freedom to fail is really nothing but the spirit of adventure 
which built our nation, and our gravest hour will come when, 
if. ever, we lose that spirit. Security is a natural desire, but 
we must bear in mind that it is only a short step from security 
to complacency, and complacency is the most insecure footing 
of all. 

It is vital to our future and to our way of life that we 
never limit our freedom to fail. We should concentrate on 
opportunity, not security. We must never become content 
with just a /s#ttle success. That is the sure path to mediocrity. 

I want to wish all of you great individual success. In doing 
so, I am really wishing a great future for America because 
the collective achievements of you and your counterparts all 
over our country will largely determine what America will be. 


The New Tomorrow 
NEW BUSINESS OPPORTUNITIES IN AFRICA 


By DR. FREDERICK D. PATTERSON, President Emeritus of Tuskegee Institute, and President of the Phelps-Stokes Fund 
of New York City 


Delivered at Commencement Exercises, Tuskegee Institute, Tuskegee, Alabama, May 22, 1961 


AM DEEPLY GRATEFUL for the pleasure of continuing 

contact with Tuskegee Institute. It is equally pleasant 

to note the leadership of Tuskegee men and women 
throughout the U. S. and abroad. 

I cannot remember ever attending a meeting of any im- 
portance anywhere in the United States without seeing gradu- 
ates of Tuskegee Institute. 

Several contacts in Africa from mid-January to mid-March 
brought me in touch with Tuskegee graduates both African 
and American. In every instance I found them carrying 
responsible roles. 

In Liberia it was my pleasure to see the Honorable E. C. B. 
Jones, former Secretary of Defense and now an ambassador; 
Mr. Joseph Momola Dukuly, Assistant Secretary of Agriculture 
and Commerce; Mr. James T. Phillips, also a top official in 
Agriculture and Commerce. Mrs. Eula Patrick Stafford, whose 
home is in Macon County, is the wife of the Chief Agricul- 
tural Officer at Booker Washington Institute. Mr. Ray Thomas, 
a gtaduate of the School of Mechanical Industries, was head 
of machine shop instruction. Mr. S. J. McCorvey, who along 
with his gracious wife was my congenial host on several oc- 
casions, has just completed his fourth tour of duty as agri- 
cultural officer and area extension advisor to the Liberian 
Republic as a representative of the U. S. Government. The 
McCorveys, who are here today, have made a notable con- 
tribution to agricultural development in Liberia. Mr. Mc- 


Corvey has exemplified the highest qualities of leadership in 
combining sound knowledge and successful experience with 
a deep concern for the welfare and progress of the Liberian 
people. He is an effective exponent of the dedication to human 
service for which Tuskegee Institute attained worldwide dis- 
tinction. 

Time permits the mention of these few of the thirty Tus- 
kegeeans, both American and Liberian, whose names were 
furnished by Mrs. Minnie Irby Holcomb, of persons now or 
having recently served in Liberia. 

In Ghana, it was my pleasure to visit what I believe to be 
the most modern poultry plant in West Africa. It was 
developed under the management of Mr. Kojo Plange, a 
Ghanaian who majored in poultry husbandry at Tuskegee 
Institute. After receiving his M.S. degree from Iowa State 
University, he taught poultry husbandry at the Kumasi Tech- 
nical College for eight years. His plant combines the latest 
scientific methods with the use of native materials. 

His prime objective was not to make money but to lower 
the cost of production to 35c a dozen so that more of 
Ghanaian people can have eggs in their diet. Now the cost 
is $1.20 per dozen. 

In Nigeria, I saw Dr. Maurice Fennel of Jamaica. He 
received the Ph.D. degree at Rutgers after leaving Tuskegee 
Institute. 

At the University of Nigeria, I met Dr. Ernest Nuorom 
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Ukpaby and his wife and son. I remember Dr. Ukpaby’s 
student days at Tuskegee. He was a good student and played 
an important leadership role in student activities. 

These are but a few of the men and women in Africa 
holding high the Tuskegee banner of leadership. They reveal 
concretely the present and expanding opportunities for service 
in that part of the world. 

In fact, what I want to talk about to you, the Tuskegee 
Institute graduates of 1961, is the world of the new tomorrow 
which you enter today. The trip to Africa previously mentioned 
was my seventh since 1951. Each trip has revealed significant 
change, but on this most recent one I observed a new 
dimension of pulsating, vibrant hope not encountered before. 

Africa is eager and impatient. The achievement of inde- 
pendence in many nations and the rapid march toward inde- 
pendence in others has caused the African people to re-evalu- 
ate themselves. They now talk with a new sense of dignity 
and self-respect. They would move Africa rapidly from the 
old into the new, yet Africans naturally want to preserve the 
best in their own culture. They want the new order of things 
to represent a true synthesis of the best in their culture with 
the best in Western culture. Too those who have gone to 
Africa in the past have assumed that everything African was 
heathen and unworthy, and everything Western was good. 
Many African cities suffer today from the unquestioning 
adoption of Western modes and values, only to find that 
many of these are undesirable and worse than useless. 

The great desire to move ahead was fully evident in 
educational development from the grades to the university. 
Activities in the health field are bringing longevity and in- 
creased vitality to the African people. The great growth of 
cities with modern architecture is to be noted in all West 
Coast cities. Extensive development of hard-surfaced roads, 
ports for shipping and receiving goods, and dams for hydro- 
electric schemes, transportation—trains, buses, planes, private 
taxicabs—are present in abundance. And the trucks and 
wagons with their interesting names and slogans such as 
“Sweet Sue,” “Trust No Woman,” and even Bible verses, are 
seen in great profusion. One truck fitted with benches and 
loaded with people was turning curves at dangerous angles. 
On its side were printed these words: “Be calm, you are in 
God's hands.” This was described by one wag as a moving 
testimony of faith. 

Also most noticeable in the parts of Africa I visited was 
the goodwill for Negro Americans. This was based both on 
the recognition of ethnic ties and the bond of understanding 
growing out of similar struggles for independence and self- 
respect. On more than one occasion the view was expressed 
by African leaders that a mutually helpful relationship exists 
between Africans and Negro Americans. Our achievements in 
the U. S. under severe limitations based on race have revealed 
to ihe African people their own potential. Likewise the 
aci .evement of independence and growing stature in inter- 
national relationships by Africans have had and continue to 
have a decidedly good effect by giving determination to Negro 
Americans to remove the remaining limitations on their 
freedom as American citizens. 

The sit-ins now occuring on a Southwide basis provide 
a dramatic example of this new determination by Negro 
Americans. Nothing has happened in a generation to challenge 
so effectively the national conscience. 

Of major importance also, in this connection, is the pressure 
for change in the treatment of Negro Americans exerted on 
the Government of the U. S. as it seeks to win the friendship 
of the African people specifically—and colored peoples 
generally—to the side of democracy. 

It is all too evident that ground is being lost daily as the 
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world, now through modern methods of communication, be- 
comes instantly aware of discriminatory practices against 
Negro Americans and the nationals of other countries whose 
skins are pigmented. Every incident of restaurant or housing 
discrimination is a serious source of embarrassment to our 
government and a detriment to our position as a leader of the 
free world. Somehow the organizations springing up in the 
United States to combat communism fail to recognize that 
communism gets its greatest assistance from the racially dis- 
criminatory practices of the American people. 

I was glad to note that Negro Americans abroad in govern- 
ment, private industry, and representing American foundations, 
are doing a most commendable job of service in the countries 
where they are located. In so doing—despite the circum- 
stances involving their relationships in America which would 
seem to suggest the contrary—they are among the most im- 
portant goodwill ambassadors for the United States. 

The great pity is that the asset value of Negro Americans 
abroad is not more fully appreciated and acted upon by our 
government. It seems likely that the present administration 
is moving in the right direction on this point. 

Two meetings I have recently attended point to the serious 
plight of our nation in the interrelated‘ and interdependent 
areas of international and domestic affairs. In a recent briefing 
session at the State Department in Washington held for non- 
government agencies, top executives of the Department spoke 
on the problems our nation faces on a worldwide basis. The 
speakers included Chester Bowles, Under Secretary of State; 
G. Mennen Williams, Assistant Secretary in charge of African 
Affairs; and Charles Bohlen, the nation’s leading authority on 
Russia. 

In every section of the world the image of the U. S. is in 
question and the demands upon us are critical and mounting. 
It is clear that nothing less than the full marshalling and wise 
dedication of our human and material resources will enable 
the U. S. to discharge honorably and effectively its obligations 
as leader of the free world. Our nation has one-sixth of the 
world’s resources, and one twenty-eighth of its population. 
Three-fourths of the world’s people are colored. And two-chirds 
are illiterate, undernourished, disease-ridden and trying to 
survive with a hopelessly low per capita income. Such people 
are less concerned about communism than they are about 
food and health. They are aware that the highest standards 
of living are concentrated among the one-fourth of the world’s 
population which is white and the same one-fourth that has 
held the rest of the world back through colonialism and slavery. 
They are unwilling to accept poverty, hunger, disease and 
illiteracy as the normal condition of man in the twentieth 
century. Thus only the most tangible and plausible evidence 
of American sincerity in providing assistance in a manner 
which avoids degrading the recipients will come even close 
to offsetting the inroads being made by communism in the 
distressed areas of the world. 

The second meeting previously referred to was given by 
the Freedom of Residence Fund to honor Mrs. Eleanor Roose- 
velt and to review the housing episode in Deerfield Park, 
Illinois in which the city confiscated the site on which an 
interracial housing project of about forty homes in’ the $35,000 
class was to be built. Murray Kempton, feature writer of the 
New York Post, spoke of the tragic dilemma of the white 
people of Deerfield whose concern for monetary values— 
namely the threat to the money value of their homes, most of 
which cost less than those proposed for the new development 
—had produced a paralysis of moral concerns and negated any 
possible democratic professions they might lay claim to. 

The tragedy is that practically the whole of the United 
States is experiencing the dilemma of Deerfield, Michigan 
Governor G. Mennen Williams had to point to the embarrass- 
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ment to the United States which exists in the supreme difficulty 
with which foreign nationals at even the ambassadorial level 
find in seeking adequate housing in New York City and other 
parts of the U. S. 

Mrs. Roosevelt reminded her audience that most of the 
99 nations represented at the United Nations are colored. All 
of these are deeply and often painfully aware of the dis- 
crepancy between what America preaches and practices on 
the subject of democracy. 

Attorney General Robert Kennedy made point of the fact 
in his recent speech at the University of Georgia that the 
national practice of employment, as well as civil rights dis- 
crimination, must soon be corrected if national strength is to 
be developed and maintained and if our dwindling image in 
international relations is to be reversed. The Attorney General 
admitted the serious shortcomings in the Department of 
Justice, the very agency whose responsibility it is to protect 
the citizenship rights of all Americans. 

Because of these pressures, changes for the better hesitantly 
and all too slowly are occurring; and both at home and abroad 
tangible evidence is being given of the increasing respect 
for the rights of mankind. This statement was written when 
this address was being prepared two weeks ago. I am sure 
that it still holds true despite the tragic exhibition of frus- 
tration and hate being given by a number of Alabama's white 
citizens. They fight for a cause that is lost and, in so doing, 
they give strength to the demands of Negro Americans for 
equal and just treatment under our nation’s laws. 

My primary reason for dwelling on this matter is to en- 
courage an awareness of the existence of these influences to 
the end that you will recognize that new opportunities must 
exist for well-prepared Negro Americans both at home and 
abroad. For in addition to needing your talents as American 
citizens, what you are encouraged and permitted to do will 
increasingly be regarded around the world as the acid test of 
democracy. 

Those who take advantage of these opportunities must 
realize as never before that they must prepare adequately 
for a new tomorrow. A tomorrow that will increasingly recog- 
nize merit as it waves aside circumstances of race, religion 
and nationality. But it will also be a tomorrow in which the 
incompetent will have a small place. The kind of competence 
called for will insist on specific technical skill amply sup- 
ported by broad general education and those personal attributes 
and motivations which encourage cooperation and freedom 
of movement in a highly diverse society. 

And now that we stand upon the threshold of a new 
tomorrow, Negro Americans must make a great effort io 
throw off not only the restraining barriers to full citizenship 
which are enforced from the outside, they must also come to 
grips with those attitudes of mind and repressions of the spirit 
which those limitations and restrictions have imposed. There 
are far too many Negro Americans who fail to sense the new 
day of opportunity which is here and continue to think of 
themselves in terms of limitations which no longer exist. 
Perhaps segregation and other forms of discrimination have 
done their greatest damage in the limitations they have caused 
Negroes to set for themselves. The result of this is seen in 
low aspirations and poor performance. This is all too true of 
youth of low-income households who often fail to aspire to 
opportunities which they could readily attain with proper 
motivation. 

The Pennsylvania Fair Employment Practice Commission 
feels that in view of an increasing number of employers who 
employ persons without discrimination, one of the greatest 
needs is to motivate minority group youth to consider seriously 
and prepare for whatever occupations match their interests and 
abilities. To aid this purpose, the Commission in cooperation 
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with the state Department of Public Instruction has pub- 
lished the booklet, “Employment at Your Highest Skill.” 
It consists of on-the-job photos and biographical sketches of 
Pennsylvania Negroes in a sample of non-traditional occupa- 
tions, illustrating 36 vocations in 21 Pennsylvania communities 
of various sizes. These are being distributed primarily to 
Negro youth, their parents, ministers and school counselors. 
This same material is appearing in a photo exhibit soon avail- 
able for display from the Commission and in a series of articles 
in the Philadelphia Independent and the Pittsburgh Courier. 

Distorted values are seen too frequently in the escapist 
attitude of Negro Americans who shrink from the word Negro 
and assume that through the mere abandonment of colleges, 
churches, and other institutionalized forms of Negro par- 
ticipation, integration becomes a reality. Such persons are 
unrealistic in failing to realize that the advance to full citizen- 
ship must come from organizing for strength. Such persons 
likewise fall heir to the too firmly implanted notion that all 
that is of Negro origin and operation is inferior; therefore 
progress demands that it be done away with. This, you see, is 
the counterpart to those attitudes and actions which have 
destroyed much of the African’s culture. Often alumni who 
owe their opportunities in life to the educational nourishment, 
guidance and inspiration they received at a college for Negro 
youth fail to support such institutions in the false belief that 
they are unworthy of integration instead of accepting their 
responsibility to support these institutions of higher learning. 
Negro Americans and their institutions have as much right 
to esteem and the privilege of continued existence under in- 
tegration as the people and related institutions of any other 
ethnic group in America. The elimination of a negative at- 
titude towards these institutions will come as Negro Americans 
supply the vision, devotion and sacrifice required to develop 
comparable qualities of performance and service. 

If other Americans take the position that colleges for Negro 
youth are inferior because they are Negro, they thereby reveal 
the shallowness of their professions of human equality. Those 
who hold such views can have nothing of substance in their 
dealings with the peoples of Africa. Negro Americans must not 
allow shallow attitudes to warp their sense of personal and 
group worth. We, above all others, must appreciate the unique 
and distinctive role being played by these colleges as they 
have stood throughout their history as islands of democracy 
inviting people of goodwill, regardless of race or religion, to 
work together in behalf of the national welfare. Continuously 
lacking in adequate financial support, they have fought 
relentlessly to uphold their integrity as they sent men and 
women throughout the nation and to the far corners of the 
world to serve the best interests of mankind. I therefore 
charge you men and women who graduate today with the 
responsibility of demonstrating by your lives the worth of 
colleges for Negro youth and by your devotion and sacrifices 
bringing to them added strength for the new tomorrow. The 
hope for a genuine and lasting peace in the world rests on the 
pace at which mutual respect can be developed among all 
peoples everywhere. 

The new world of tomorrow as it presents new opportunities 
brings new challenges as well. One of these challenges calls 
for a new and creative leadership from Negro Americans. 
The critical state of human relations in the world today and 
the acute tensions caused by the not too subtle conflict of 
major and contrasting ideologies; the insistence of the under- 
privileged two-thirds of the world’s population, which is 
largely colored, for a new stake in world affairs and the level- 
eyed respect of all their fellowmen, provide Negro Americans 
with new roles to play. These roles, if played properly, will 
not be passive or the mere fitting into new relationships 
created by an interaction of local, national and world forces. 
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Rather it calls for those who can think creatively and devise 
new techniques and strategies if solutions are to be found in 
the morass of confusion involving human relationships. If 
Negro Americans properly sense their new role in national 
affairs they will give effective support to organizational 
relationships including political affiliations to insure that 
their voice is heard at the counsel table where decisions 
affecting the welfare of all Americans are made. Concentrated 
emphasis should be given to 1) use of the ballot, 2) sound 
educational preparation, and 3) development of economic 
stability. 

Awareness of the spread in the occupational horizon and 
willingness to pioneer and sacrifice in order to succeed in new 
fields must become more largely manifested. Negro youth 
must be more largely aware of opportunities in government 
at state and national levels, as well as in the foreign service, 
and actually prepare to pass the stiff examinations involved. 

In 17 institutions serving Negro youth, 54 persons took 
State Department examinations for foreign service appoint- 
ments, and 54 failed. The examinations emphasized English, 
grammer, rhetoric, history, government, geography, economics 
and foreign languages. This is a challenge to our institutions 
and to the youth who attend them. The problem is not a 
lack of ability but a lack of application. The time for serious 
adult behavior is upon us, and failure to recognize it can 
only result in tragic consequences. It is urgently important 
that Negro Americans be more fully aware and concerned 
about the new free enterprise or business opportunities in 
Africa. More of us should be willing to join the great numbers 
of venturesome people pouring into Africa from all parts 
of the world. Africa at this time, but not for long, presents 
to Negro Americans the opportunity to pioneer in business 
ventures which have been and continue largely to be denied 
in the United States. I strongly hope many Negro youth 
imbued with the spirit of high adventure will accept the 
challenge of opportunity which the newly independent coun- 
tries of Africa present. This, as in other areas, is the new 
tomorrow which is here today for you, the graduates of 1961. 

And, finally, you must be aware of the new tomorrow in 
terms of the moral, spiritual and ethical values involved. As 
the Southern people come to grips with time-worn and out- 
moded concepts of human relations based on race and try 
to do something about them, other sections of our nation are 
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finding themselves unprepared to meet the new issues caused 
by race and migration in the areas of jobs and housing. 
Prejudice is rearing its ugly head in communities which have 
been smug in their abstract sense of democracy and decency 
only to learn that when they come face to face with those of 
a different color or ethnic group, they resort to all of the 
old and primitive techniques of discrimination. 

Thus society finds itself ill-prepared.to deal with the diverse 
and fluid pattern of human relations which increasingly char- 
acterizes our existence. The striving for status and over-em- 
phasis upon the material values associated with it cause the 
advantaged groups to panic in the presence of assumed threats 
to an easy and exclusive way of existence. The ever mounting 
demands for higher wages and the rising cost of goods to 
compensate for increased outlays by management create an 
unending spiral of mounting insecurity, while shorter hours 
of work release more people for an unprofitable leisure, and 
automation adds to the chronically unemployed. 

We who represent the most advanced industrial nation in 
the world are engaged relentlessly in the unending quest for 
things and security. This leaves only time for uninteresting, 
vapid and superficial lives devoid of deep satisfactions and 
unsupported by worthwhile inner resources. 

A feature of the new tomorrow seems to call for a reassess- 
ment of human endeavor in a rapidly changing world. The 


. commonality of human aims and aspirations must assume 


ascendency over the venal desire of economic systems to 
dominate human endeavor. The will to share with the less 
fortunate will be adequate to the times only when the craving 
for the material is superseded by the search for higher and 
more enduring values. That mankind should be obsessed by 
notions of crass materialism as the period in his history when 
science has all but underwritten permanent abundance along 
with the tools of worldwide and immediate destruction re- 
quires and, in fact, demands a new orientation of values that 
cannot wait. 

“To whom much is given, much is required.” You enter 
the new tomorrow as the inheritors of a wonderful and fearful 
past, and you face an uncertain future abundant with the 
potential for good or ill. It is to be hoped that you will 
discriminate wisely among the weighted choices which will 
be yours to the end that human effort may be assisted in the 
quest of the good life for all mankind. 


Frontiers: New And Old 


THE WELFARE STATE AND SOCIALISM 
By GLENN E. HOOVER, Professor Emeritus, Mills College, and member of Oakland City Council 
Delivered to the Seventeenth Annual Conference of the Henry George School of Social Science, Hartford, Conn., July 14, 1961 


ROM THE TITLE of my remarks you will already have 

surmised that I propose to comment on the political 

philosophy now prevalent in Washington. New admin- 
istrations have often selected some phrase or slogan that would 
distinguish them from their predecessors. You will recall “The 
Square Deal,” “The New Deal,” “The New Freedom,” etc. 
President Kennedy seems to have selected “The New Frontier” 
as the phrase with which he would have his regime identified. 
As is his wont, he will probably have his way. 

We can assume, I believe, that “The New Frontier” was 
selected as a slogan because it recalled the self-reliance, daring 
and vigor of our ancestors who spread our civilization across 
the continent, and were stopped only by the world’s mightiest 
ocean. Let us recall the major objective changes in the na- 
tional scene since The Old Frontier passed into history, about 


the end of the Nineteenth Century. 

Since that time the internal combustion engine has re- 
sulted in a flood of automobiles that has transformed our 
cities, and now threatens to suffocate them. The airplane has 
dwarfed our once magnificent distances, and our nation has 
become a neighborhood—teplete with “togetherness” and mu- 
tual irritations that result from living too closely to our neigh- 
bors. The agricultural revolution, the most misunderstood and 
neglected achievement of our time, has made us the greatest 
food-surplus country in the world—an achievement that 
inept governmental meddling promptly transformed into an 
intolerable burden, from which no deliverance is even promised. 

On the international scene our position is worse than it 
ever was in the era of The Old Frontier. With the advent of 
nuclear weapons, nothing but a precarious balance of terror 
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now stands between us and the annihilation of all mankind. 
We have spent astronomical sums in a vain effort to achieve 
“security,” or to enable us to “negotiate from positions of 
strength.” To win allies, or prevent uncommitted nations from 
joining our potential enemies, we have scattered billions 
throughout the world, and are shocked now to learn that we 
have fewer real friends abroad than we had at the beginning 
of this process. With a reasonable knowledge of history or 
human nature we would have known that the one thing 
that neither rich men nor rich nations can ever buy, is the 
good will of those who accept their bounty. That so few of 
our leaders have learned this truth is most discouraging. 

And now some observations on the political and economic 
thinking of the Old Frontier and the New. The most obvious 
difference has to do with the role of government, whether at 
the Federal, State or Local level. The Old Frontiersmen asked 
little from government other than some assistance in dealing 
with hostile Indians, and the British and the Russians who they 
feared, might lay claim to the Pacific areas. In addition they 
asked that they be given, or granted on easy terms, the public 
lands which only they and their kind could develop. 

However, few, if any, of the Old Frontiersmen believed that 
the government, at any level, should provide for those who 
could not provide for themselves. It is well to recall that with 
few exceptions our whole apparatus of social security, un- 
employment insurance, public assistance for the aged, the 
blind, the needy children, etc., has been established in the life- 
time of many of us here. This is not to say that our ancestors 
were more hard-hearted than we, or less charitable. The fact 
that they were not disposed to share their wealth with the 
distant and little known peoples of Asia and Africa does not 
prove that they were indifferent to the plight of their fellows 
who, for any reason, were unable to support themselves and 
their families. 

For all who lived in the era of the Old Frontier, the rights 
and duties of citizens, viz-a-viz their national government, 
were well expressed by President Cleveland in a brief message 
he sent to the Congress in 1887. There had been a drought 
in certain regions in the State of Texas, and Congress had 
passed “An Act to enable the Commissioner of Agriculture 
to make a special distribution of seeds in the drought- 
stricken counties of Texas, and making an appropriation 
($10,000) therefore.” 

President Cleveland returned this Act, without his approval! 
The following is extracted from his brief message: 


. I am willing to believe that, notwithstanding the 
aid already furnished, a donation of seed grain to the 
farmers located in this region, to enable them to put in 
new crops, would serve to avert a continuance or return 
of an unfortunate blight. 

“And yet I feel obliged to withhold my approval of 
the plan, as proposed by this bill, to indulge a benevolent 
and charitable sentiment through the appropriation of 
public funds for that purpose. 

“I can find no warrant for such an appropriation in 
the Constitution, and I do not believe that the power and 
duty of the General Government ought to be extended 
to the relief of individual suffering which is in no man- 
ner properly related to the public service or benefit. A 
prevalent tendency to disregard the limited mission of 
this power and duty should, I think, be steadfastly re- 
sisted, to the end that the lesson should be constantly 
enforced that THOUGH THE PEOPLE SHOULD SUP- 
PORT THE GOVERNMENT THE GOVERNMENT 
SHOULD NOT SUPPORT THE PEOPLE.” (caps. sup- 
plied ). 

This Presidential Message of 1887 spotlights the contrast 
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between the Old Frontier and the New. We have grown so 
accustomed to our welfare state that it is hard to believe that 
this message was written by a popular President, the leader of 
the Democratic Party, which, then as now, professed to be 
the party of the “common man.” It is even harder wp believe 
that after having written it, the “common” men of his time 
elected him to a second term. The New Frontiersmen may 
speak, with some nostalgia, of The Old Frontier, but the 
political philosophies of the two eras are, in some respects, 
poles apart. 


CHANGING CONCEPTS OF ECONOMIC JUSTICE 

Certain notions about economic justice have existed in 
every society of which we have knowledge. Everywhere, with 
few exceptions, any man who produced something could en- 
joy the exclusive possession of it. Where wealth is individually 
produced, property rights are seldom in dispute. It is only 
when, as in our industrial societies, nearly all wealth is socially 
produced, that workers, managers and owners of the capital 
goods involved, contest with each other for the share of the 
joint product that each is to receive. 

Justice in trading is generally recognized to be as impor- 
tant as the just sharing of jointly created products. All stu- 
dents of economics are aware of the advantage that results from 
trading in free markets, but, to my mind, the more basic argu- 
ment for such markets is an ethical one. If we can speak of 
economic “rights” at all, a major one is the right to sell at the 
highest price obtainable in free markets, and the right to buy 
at the lowest possible price in such markets. It is on this 
principle that all our laws against monopolies are based. A 
genuine Free Trader will insist that his right to buy in free 
markets extends to foreign markets as well as to domestic 
ones. 

It is also in the name of justice that reformers have de- 
manded that the socially created value of land be taken by 
society for socially useful purposes. This demand is based 
on the fact that land (natural resources) is distinct from all 
other things in that it is not a product of labor. Its value 
grows from population increase, private and public invest- 
ment in the surrounding community, etc., and not from any 
labor that has been applied to it by its owners, present or past. 
All land values are in the same class as “windfalls,” or treasure 
washed up by the sea. If there is a better source from which 
to derive public revenue it will have to be found in Outer 
Space. There is none on this earth. 

More recently we have been told that economic justice can 
be secured only by governmental programs designed to reduce 
or eliminate the unequal distribution of wealth and income. 
Heretofore we have believed that justice required only that 
wealth should be justly earned. Now it is said that even if it 
is justly earned, it should be so redistributed that the gap be- 
tween the rich and the poor shall be narrowed. There seems 
to be no logical end to this narrowing process until substantial 
equality has been reached. 

There is considerable evidence that this new notion is 
making headway. It appeals particularly to those who believe 
that they will be in the ranks of the “poor,” when such re- 
distribution takes place. Sub-consciously perhaps, this yearn- 
ing for greater equality has contributed to our support of 
progressive rates of taxation on personal income, property 
tax exemptions for “poor” veterans, reduced municipal bus 
fares for “poor” oldsters, Federal appropriations for “poor” 
areas, and food stamps for “poor” indigents. Aid has even 
been extended to whole classes of individuals and firms such 
as farmers and owners of certain air and shipping lines. 

Our foreign aid programs too are often defended on the 
ground that a redistribution of wealth between the richer 
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and the poorer countries is essential if economic justice is 
to be attained. However, in this field our motives are mixed, 
and we are often hypocritical. If our motive in helping poorer 
nations is to prevent them from joining the other side in the 
Cold War, we need not speak of justice. 

Nor does justice enter into the calculations of our domestic 
producers and their employees if they support certain foreign 
aid in the hope that it will enable foreigners to buy more of 
what our domestic producers have to sell. Certain of our ship- 
ping companies may favor foreign aid, provided that the 
foreign beneficiaries are compelled to use American flag 
ships to transport the supplies that the foreign aid will enable 
them to buy from us. Those whose selfish interests are served 
by our foreign aid programs should remain silent when the 
justice of these programs are under discussion. 

If we are to continue to use the powers of government to 
equalize the wealth and income of individuals, communities, 
states and nations, the persuasive arguments will come, not 
from hypocrites, but rather from men of good will. They are, 
after all, the only individuals with whom discussion can be 
profitable, for it is vain to argue against either avarice or 
envy. These defects in our character can be removed, if at 
all, only by those mysterious processes which sometimes lead 
to repentance. 

What, then, shall we say to men of good will who would 
have our governments eliminate the economic inequalities 
which, at any given time, they believe to be unjust and in- 
defensible? They should be warned, I believe, that the argu- 
ments used to eliminate any economic inequalities can be 
used to eliminate them all. For instance, a majority of us now 
believe, apparently, that all children, no matter what their 
parents can afford, shall be educated at public expense until 
they have finished high school. In many States, including my 
own, the pressure is strong to have the State provide substan- 
tially free education for all who wish to go to college for either 
undergraduate or postgraduate work. 

Somewhat the same notion is developing in regarc to medi- 
cal care. Even the AMA now declares that every individual, 
no matter what his resources may be, has the right to the 
best medical care available. It has frequently been observed 
that in recent years the best medical care has gone to the 
very rich and to those poor enough to gain admission to our 
public hospitals. Ir may not be long before health facilities, 
like educational facilities, will be provided free to all comers, 
without regard to ability to pay. 

Housing—and all other necessities—is now provided our 
indigents, and public housing is made available at less than 
cost to those with small incomes, large families or both. As 
yet public housing does not make the same appeal as public 
schools or public medical care. However, governments which 
lend money at less than market rates to enable citizens to live 
in houses they could not otherwise afford, may end by pro- 
viding the house at rents which do not cover the costs, as is 
already the practice in much of Western Europe. 

As previously noted, once governments begin to eliminate 
economic inequality, it is difficult to find a stopping place 
short of equality. This word is not used to frighten you. A 
society of economic equals has certain advantages that even 
an Old Frontiersman would welcome. In such a society there 
would be no more talk about equalizing wealth and income, for 
only the imagination of a George Orwell could picture a 
society of equals in which some were more equal than others. 
Nor could any proposals for public expenditures be justified 
on the ground that they could be financed by “soaking the 
rich.” Most of us will continue to believe that governments 
should see that incomes are justly earned rather than evenly 
distributed. However, we must admit, that if and when in- 
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comes are equalized, the demagogues will find it hard to ply 
their arts. 
THE WELFARE STATE AND SOCIALISM 

We are so blinded by the passions generated by the Cold 
War that we fail to see how much the regime of a welfare 
state resembles a socialist regime. Both accept the premise that 
the state is responsible for the welfare of its people, and in 
both we can observe a decline in the self-reliance of the 
individual. The regimes may differ in the methods used to 
shift responsibility from the individual to the government, but 
the effect on the self-reliance of the individual is the same. 

We should know more than we do about this weakness in 
a socialist regime because our Founding Fathers in Massa- 
chusetts began with a socialist regime as complete as any 
to be found among the present communes of China. For their 
first two years they produced collectively, and their crops were 
put into a common storehouse and rationed according to need. 
In Governor Bradford’s history of the Plymouth Bay Colony 
we read that the results were so deplorable that the colonists 
complained that they were too weak to work. Although they 
were deeply religious, they began to steal from each other. 
“It appeared” wrote the Governor, “that famine must still 
ensue the next year allso, if not some way prevented.” 

The colonists, he continued, “began to thinke how they 
might raise as much corne as they could, and obtaine a better 
crop than they had done, that they might not still languish 
in miserie. At length (1623) after much debate of things, the 
Gov. (with the advice of the cheefest amongest them) gave 
way that they should set corne every man for his owne per- 
ticuler, and in that regard trust to themselves . . . And so 
assigned to every family a parcell of land... 

“This had very good success; for it made all hands very 
industrious, so much as more corne was planted than other- 
waise would have bene by any means the Gov. or any other 
could use, and saved him a great deall of trouble, and gave 
far better contente.” 

The happy results of having each man “set (plant) corn for 
his own perticuler” were apparent in the fall of that year. The 
Governor wrote: “By this time harvest was come, and instead 
of famine, now God gave them plentie, and the face of things 
was changed, to the rejoysing of the hearts of many, for 
which they blessed God. And the effect of their particular 
(individual) planting was well seene, for all had, one way 
and another, pretty well to bring the year aboute, and some 
of the abler sorte and more industrious had to spare, and sell 
to others, so as any generall wante or famine hath not been 
amongest them since to this day.” 

To me, these few paragraphs from the history of the Ply- 
mouth Bay Colony show the essential weakness of any regime 
in which free men rely on the government rather than them- 
selves. This account of one of the first of the Old Frontiers 
should serve as a warning to our leaders in Washington. Any 
extension of our governmental welfare programs will weaken 
that self-reliance which was the key to our success in the era 
of The Old Frontier. Without that self-reliance in our in- 
dividual citizens, no amount of vigor in our leaders can ac- 
complish much. 

CONCLUSION 


In conclusion may I express the hope that I have not been 
mistaken for a partisan critic of The New Frontier or the 
political party now in power. As one who for nearly fifteen 
years has had no connection with any political party I should 
be reasonably free of any party bias. Moreover I have great 
admiration for the President and many of his advisers, and 
I wish them the rewards which their intelligence and devo- 
tion deserve. 

However, in a democracy, even the humblest citizen has 
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the privilege and the duty to do his bit in the formulation of 
public opinion. That opinion is an ever changing but ever- 
lasting ocean, and at any point in time, our statesmen and 
their programs are but the fortuitous and transitory waves 
which ruffle the surface of it. It is, then, to the general public, 
and particularly to those who wish the present administration 
well, that my concluding remarks are directed. 

Let us remind our leaders in Washington that our most 
revered statesmen are those who aspired to win for our 
country an abiding place in the memory and affections of 
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future generations, both at home and abroad. Such an honored 
place in history will not be given us because of our size, our 
power or our affluence. After a few short years, who will 
know or care how we fared in the prestige games we are now 
playing in Outer Space? The glory that was Greece and the 
grandeur that was Rome do not rest on the standard of living 
they achieved nor the battles that were won. They rest, rather, 
on the ideals and strength of character developed by these 
ancient people and the contributions they made to the culture 
and civilization of the Western World. So will it be with us, 
and those now in high places should never forget it. 


The Psychology Of Fatherhood 


CHILDREN LEARN WHAT THEY LIVE 
By DANIEL G. BROWN, Pu.D., USAF Hospital, Forbes AFB, Kansas 


Delivered to the Annual Meeting of The Maryland Council on Family Relations, Baltimore, Maryland, May 11, 1961, and to The 
Cadets of The Second Class, United States Air Force Academy, Colorado, May 14, 1961 


HIS DISCUSSION concerned with the psychology of 

fatherhood has been divided into several sections as 

follows: First, how does one become a father? And what 
does it mean to be a father? Secondly, what are some of the 
problems in being an adequate father? Thirdly, why are fathers 
so necessary? And, fourth, some concluding thoughts. 


How Dogs ONE BECOME A FATHER? 
WHAT Dogs IT MEAN TO BE A FATHER? 

It is perfectly obvious that no particular talent is required 
for biological fatherhood. Just as there are few requirements 
for marriage in the first place, é.e., any male, 21 years of age 
with an IQ over 60, can usually get married; likewise prac- 
tically no requirements exist for becoming a biological father. 
One unfortunate result of this is the fact that there are tens 
of thousands of marriages every year in which for the most 
part about the only contribution of the father to his offspring 
is that of a single sperm! Thus, there are some 200,000 il- 
legitimate children born every year with no legal, and usually 
no psychological father. It has been estimated that in Germany 
alone, there are some 100,000 illegitimate children born to 
GI “fathers.” Most of these children are in institutions and 
have been denied any semblance of normal family life. There 
are also hundreds of thousands of children who, while legiti- 
mate, are nevertheless unplanned for and unwanted, born to 
fathers, many of whom are essentially indifferent, openly 
rejecting, or psychologically non-existent as far as the child 
is concerned. In other words, these men are biological fathers 
only, #.¢., in the really significant and meaningful sense of 
fatherhood, they are essentially or almost completely lacking. 
Now the question arises in this connection, should society not 
demand greater responsibility of fathers than this? Should 
not at least some minimal qualifications be established before 
fatherhood occurs? As things stand now, for example, do we 
even suggest that, before becoming responsible for bringing 
another human being into the world, that a man consider what 
he has to offer this new life, how much he wants to be a 
father, whether he will shoulder his responsibility in nurturing 
and training and guiding this offspring so that he or she 
might grow up to live a useful and productive life? Just 
recently there was occasion to counsel a young couple who had 
known each other about ten days before getting married and, 
one month later, the wife was pregnant. This couple was seen 
a few months later and the wife was completely miserable in 
the marriage, openly rejected and hated the husband, referred 


to her unborn child as the “idiot,” etc., while the husband's 
attitude was indifference and unconcern with the whole affair. 
Now it is sad enough to observe a marriage like this, but 
is it not much more tragic that a child will be born into 
this union? What chances for normal, healthy emotional de- 
velopment will a baby have who is born into this kind of 
marriage? 

This problem of fatherhood apparently has its counterpart 
as far as motherhood is concerned. A recent survey conducted 
by Dr. Richard Masland of The National Institutes of Health, 
indicated that approximately one-half of the pregnant women 
interviewed were not sure they wanted their babies. Dr. 
Masland told a congressional subcommittee that half the 
women questioned were not at all sure they really wanted to 
have a baby. This, of course, suggests that many women are 
simply not adequately prepared to have children. And since 
this present paper is concerned with fatherhood, the question 
might be asked, if only about half of the pregnant mothers 
were not sure they wanted their babies, how many of the 
fathers wanted them? 

One of the problems in this process whereby an unwanted 
pregnancy and an unwanted child is born to a married couple, 
psychologically, emotionally, or economically unprepared for 
parenthood, is the failure to recognize that human sexuality 
has two essentially separate functions. One of these major 
functions is procreative, in which the goal is the reproduction 
of life, to bring a new life into existence, to have a child. The 
other basic function of sex in marriage is physical love in 
which the goal is marital pleasure, to increase closeness and 
intimacy between husband and wife, to provide sexual ful- 
fillment in marriage. Unfortunately, there are many couples 
who never recognize or appreciate the basic difference of these 
two functions and, consequently, experience intense conflict 
and confusion. The father, of an unplanned, unwanted, rejected 
child is a psychological hazard and serious risk in terms of 
the mental health and emotional well being of that child. Too 
many men become fathers through accident, ignorance, ir- 
responsibility, indifference, or unconcern. 

Freud has expressed the essence of the two-fold function 
of sex in marriage as follows: 

“It would be one of the greatest triumphs of mankind 

. were it possible to raise the responsible act of pro- 
creation to the level of a voluntary and intentional act, 
and to free it from its entanglement with an indispensable 
satisfaction of a natural desire.” 
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Similarly, the theologian, Brunner, has observed that the 
Christian ethic must come to stand for the independent mean- 
ing of sexual pleasure in marriage as an expression of love, and 
not merely as a means of procreation. 

Being an adequate psychological father requires a great 
deal more of a man than merely being a biological father. It 
requires love, acceptance, respect, of one’s offspring; it involves 
providing generous amounts of TLC, tender loving care. It 
involves being a worthy example; it involves living and not 
simply preaching the basic values of life such as honor, in- 
tegrity, kindliness, etc. Psychological fatherhood in other words 
is what really counts in the life of a little child, an older child, 
an adolescent. To be wanted, to be loved, to be respected, to be 
supported, to be guided, to be encouraged—these are the 
things that a child needs from a father and has a right to 
expect from a father. Unfortunately, however, mere biological 
fatherhood in no way guarantees that these basic needs will 
be supplied. In fact, being an adequate psychological father is 
not even related necessarily to being a biological father. Thus, 
an adoptive father who warmly accepts and genuinely loves 
his adopted child may be immeasurably better than the child’s 
so-called “rea!” father, i.e., the man who accidentally or inad- 
vertently supplied the sperm for conception. (“Biological” 
would be a better description than “real” father, since as al- 
ready noted, many biological fathers are not “real” fathers at 
all!) Of course, in order to become an adoptive father, one 
must possess at least certain elementary qualifications, such 
as, sincerely wanting and desiring a child, having minimum in- 
come, adequate housing, freedom from gross physical or mental 
illness, etc. No wonder, then, that many adoptive fathers are 
superior to many biological fathers who lack one or more of 
these requirements, especially the most important of all, that 
of wanting and desiring a child. 


WHAT ARE SOME OF THE PROBLEMS AND DIFFICULTIES 
IN BECOMING AN ADEQUATE FATHER? 

Lack of Preparation. One of life's most responsible and 
significant challenges, namely fatherhood, often ‘involves no 
training or preparation whatsoever. To drive a car, one must 
pass certain tests and meet certain criteria that indicate at 
least minimum competence; however, to become a biological 
father, no requirements are considered necessary and, generally, 
none are required. 

Despite the tremendous importance of father’s role in 
family life and in shaping the character and personalities of 
succeeding generations, the majority of our sons for example 
will enter the first grade and graduate twelve years later with- 
out so much as a single course in preparation for family living; 
in addition, only a very small percentage will have the oppor- 
tunity to take course work in human psychology and human 
relations, despite the fact that this knowledge is related to all 
aspects of their life for the rest of their life. And, what we 
have just said about the lack of preparation for family living 
and parental responsibilities, applies to an even greater extent 
when it comes to sex education. There is probably not one 
high school in 500 that makes any effort at all to provide a 
straightforward, honest discussion of the facts of life, par- 
ticularly the human facts of life. And one consequence is 
abysmal ignorance among otherwise intelligent and educated 
people. So, we seem to assume that if our children are given 
sufficient quantities of English, history, mathematics, and 
science, somehow they will also be equipped for marriage and 
parenthood. The fact of the matter is, however, that there are 
multitudes of marital and parental failures and disturbed fam- 
ilies, and it is reasonable to assume that some of the misery 
and unhappiness involved could have been prevented or 
lessened through proper preparation and education. In this 
connection, it is interesting to note that the United States Air 
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Force Academy is one of the few institutions of higher learning 
that has a required course in marriage and the*family. There is 
recognition here of the significance of family relations in a 
man’s future life, in this case, his future military life. 

A second problem in becoming an adequate father is that 
of deficiencies in masculinity in general and in the husband 
role im particular. 

In recent years, a number of writers have commented on the 
failure of many American men to function in the masculine 
role and in their inadequacy as husbands. There have been 
discussions of such topics as “The Crisis of American Mas- 
culinity,’ “The Decline of the American Male,” “The Well- 
kept Husband,” etc. By “Crisis of American Masculinity” is 
meant the apparent increase of inadequate, unmasculine males 
in our society; by “The Decline of the American Male,” is 
meant the loss by many husbands and fathers of the position 
as “head of the house,” the position having been taken over 
by the wife; and by “The Well-kept Husband,” is meant the 
emotionally immature, overly dependent husband who is cared 
for by his wife along with other children in the family. We 
are talking here about boys who grow up as perfectly normal 
biological specimens of maleness, who are intelligent, and 
physically fit, but, and here is where the difficulty comes, who 
are retarded in masculine adequacy, 4.e., boys who have a 
deficiency in being able to shoulder the responsibility of mature 
masculine manhood. As examples, you may recall, Brick 
Pollitt, in Cat on a Hot Tin Roof or Jimmy Porter in Look 
Back in Anger, i.e., young men incapable of mature love 
relationships with their wives, much less becoming adequate 
fathers, despite the fact that such men give every observable 
sign of being “virile” and “masculine.” A problem here seems 
to be that boys who suffer inadequate fathering themselves 
grow up to be inadequate fathers and, thus, the pattern is 
repeated in succeeding generations. Boys who are smothered 
by mother and starved by father are not likely to grow up and 
become adequate as husbands or fathers. By and large, it 
seems that a man is much more likely to become an adequate 
father if he is secure in his own masculinity to begin with and 
if he is able to function effectively as a husband. 

Still another problem that stands in the way of becoming 
an adequate father is what might be called pseudo-masculine 
notions. What kind of an image of masculinity do we hold 
up for our sons? In this connection, a recent check of 8 or 
10 magazines for men (Man’s Life, Rugged Men, Stag, Male, 
Fury, Sir, Man’s Adventure, Battle Cry, etc.) showed that, 
without exception, the covers of every one of these so-called 
“men’s” magazines depicted some form of violence, brutality, 
or sadism. And the majority mixed in sex with cruelty, such 
as a woman in a cage with a big burly man lashing at her 
with a long whip, or another cover showing a woman tied 
down to a bed with a heavy rope and a sadistic, insane-looking 
man lurching above her and another equally repulsive male 
firing a gun. Is this masculinity? Someone has observed that 
too many husbands in marriage resemble an orangutan trying 
to play the violin! 

Does masculinity for many men mean, as the psychoanalyst, 
Josselyn, Las suggested such things as: belittling and looking 
down on women as a group? making money and acquiring 
power? and denying feelings of tenderness, affection, etc.? In 
connection with the belittling of women, some men have an 
attitude toward their wives that may be characterized as one 
of, “well, after all, she is only a woman.” Now this idea, 
“only” may be appropriate when applied to a child, but cer- 
tainly not to one-half of the adult human race that happens 
to be as bright and talented and capable as the other half. As 
one woman has put it, “When men belittle us, they belittle 
half of life, and they belittle their own happiness. To demean 
women is to demean love and relationship, and these are the 








702 


two qualities in which civilization is very weak and which it 
greatly needs. (From Scott-Maxwell, Women and Sometimes 
Men). 

The idea that masculinity is proportional to the power 
over others or wealth that a man can acquire is a fallacy of 
the first magnitude. The fact that a man may be a great 
success in his business or profession in no way guarantees that 
he will be equally successful as a husband or as a father. The 
denial of feelings as a characteristic of masculinity, is related 
to the idea that feelings of affection, compassion, kindness, 
etc. are feminine and, hence unmanly. Many boys tend to be 
driven to harshness, crudeness, and destructiveness because 
they have somehow equated this with the ultimate repudiation 
of anything that resembles being “feminine.” This “taboo on 
tenderness” is probably part of the basis for many fathers 
not being affectionate and emotionally close to their children 
as they should be and as their children need them to be. 
Fathers should not be afraid to love their children openly and 
as generously as mothers; after all, a child's psychological 
development depends on this as much as his physical develop- 
ment depends on vitamins and minerals. 

Gorer, the British anthropologist, has observed that Ameri- 
can males are the most sissy-conscious group of men on earth, 
4.¢., they continually struggle against any implication that they 
are other than 100% super he-men! In lamenting this false 
notion of masculinity, Philip Wylie has concluded that it is 
“about time to abandon the idiotic notion that sensitiveness 
is the same as sissiness.” What we are saying quite simply 
here is that these false notions about masculinity create prob- 
lems in helping boys to grow up to become adequate fathers 
And this is not only a problem in our society but is found 
among various groups throughout the world. One writer has 
summed it up as follows: 

“In far too many cultures, men have been brought up 
in accordance with an unfortunate concept of masculinity. 
According to this concept, it is perfectly proper for a 
man to be coarse, vulgar, unclean, violent, lacking in 
self-respect, undignified in behavior, and to devote his life 
to the acquisition of power and material wealth. There is 
no gainsaying the fact that this conception of what men 
ought to be has been responsible for a very great part 
of the tragedies that fill human history. The aforemen- 
tioned qualities have been exhibited by so many men 
Over sO many centuries that it is not at all surprising 
that it should be almost universally believed they are 
inherent in the masculine character. But the evidence 
suggests they are cultural in origin. And the evidence is 
right at hand for everyone to see. Men who have been 
brought up according to a diametrically opposed concept 
of masculinity are refined, dignified, civilized in bearing, 
possessed with self-respect, and exhibit regard for ethical, 
intellectual, aesthetic, and reijigious values. The world 
might become a considerably better place to live in if 
parents were to repudiate their barbaric concept of mas- 
culinity and bring boys up in accordance with one as 
civilized as that governing the rearing of girls. Men can 
help the process along by living their lives on the as- 
sumption that there is nothing unmanly about being 
civilized.” (Kamiat, Feminine Superiority). 

Surely, to think of Mussolini, Hitler, or Stalin, as “mas- 
culine personalities” is to make the term synonymous with 
some of the worst potentiality of human nature. On the other 
hand, surely, Jesus, St. Francis of Assissi, or Gandhi, were not 
less “masculine” because of their love, compassion, and 
reverence for human life. In short, we are suggesting that 
there is a real need to re-interpret and re-evaluate the idea 
of masculinity and to begin rearing our sons accordingly. 

The fourth and last difficulry I would like to mention is 








VITAL SPEECHES OF THE DAY: 


the lack of depth of fatherliness. It has been suggested that 
the roots of fatherliness are not as deep as those of motherliness 
( Josselyn ). Why shouldn’t the father be as deeply significant, 
psychologically, to a child as the mother? This lack of depth 
of fatherliness is reflected in various ways in our culture. For 
example, it is interesting to note, that in the book, Dictionary 
of Thought, there are many references to the word “mother,” 
while the word “father” doesn’t even occur. We often hear 
about how unselfish mother love is, how wonderful mother- 
hood is, but what we are asking here is, what about father's 
love and what about fatherhood? Why are fathers, as a group, 
not as wholeheartedly committed to the rearing of their 
children as mothers? To the extent that this is so, not only 
is the child denied a very significant and crucially important 
human relationship, but the father also misses one of the most 
rewarding human experiences that life affords. “When men 
abandon the upbringing of their children to their wives, a 
loss is suffered by everyone, but perhaps most of all by men 
themselves. For what they lose is the possibility of growth in 
themselves for being human which the stimulation of bring- 
ing up one’s children gives.” (Montagu). 

Perhaps, because of some of the factors already mentioned, 
fathers are not as likely to mean as much to their children as 
mothers. Another source of difficulty in this connection is 
the very limited amount of contact many fathers have with 
their children. A few years ago, in an article entitled, 
“American Men are Lousy Fathers,” Philip Wylie observed 
that there are 168 hours in a week. “The average man spends 
about 40 of them at work. Allow another 15 hours for com- 
muting time, lunch, overtime, etc. Then set aside 56 hours, 8 
each night, for sleep. That adds up to 111 hours, leaving dad 
57 hours he can find time to be a father to his children.” 
Now, how many of these 57 hours does the average father 
actually spend with his children? Well, one group of 300 
7th and 8th grade boys kept accurate records for a two weeks 
period. The average time the father and son had alone together 
for an entire week was 74 minutes. Thus, the price of business 
success or professional achievement might sometimes occur at 
the expense of being less adequate as a father. Certainly, this 
is a very real problem in many families. Of course, it is not 
simply a matter of quantity of time that a father spends with 
his child, but the gwality of the relationship that counts, at 
least given a minimum of contact together. 

Finally, Komarovsky, Professor of Sociology at Columbia 
University, has observed that perhaps both mothers and fathers 
in many instances lack sufficient depth in their role as parents. 

“It is quite true that building bridges, writing books, 
and splitting the atom, are no more essential to society 
or more difficult than child rearing. But, in our opinion, 
women cannot be made to believe it unless men believe 
it too; unless, that is, the whole of our society becomes 
oriented toward values quite different from those which 
dominate it today. If men believed for a moment that 
the rearing of children (and their role as a father) is as 
difficult and important as building bridges, they would 
demand more of a hand in it too. It would become un- 
necessary for child psychologists to campaign for more 
active fatherhood. A man could derive prestige and self- 
esteem from spending weekends with his children, even 
if this called for a less single-minded dedication to oc- 
cupational success. The conflict between occupational and 
family interests would then also become a problem for 
men and each would have to strike his own balance 
between the conflicting interests.” 


Wuy ARE FATHERS SO NECESSARY? 
Let us consider now a few reasons why fathers are so 
necessary, particularly from the standpoint of child develop- 
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ment and child psychology. In the first place, the character 
that a child develops is often a direct reflection of the values 
of the parents. A child comes to think and feel and act in 
terms of right or wrong, and good or bad, largely based on 
how the parents think and feel and act about what is right 
or wrong and good or bad. If, for example, there is little 
Or no emotional attachment between father and child, then 
that child simply does not have the opportunity to get the 
guidance, values, and sense of direction in life from the 
father. And one possible consequence of this in the case of 
sons, for example, is boys who grow up to have consciences 
that are deficient and characters that are defective, boys who 
become chronic delinquents or anti-social personalities, etc. 
Cal Farley, founder of Boy's Ranch, has observed that 90% 
of the youngsters who come to Boy's Ranch are the products 
of homes where there was little or no father influence. 
Similarly, Father Flanagan reports that in the background of 
almost every boy offender is a story of shocking neglect and 
that between 80 and 90% of the boys at Boy's Town who 
get into trouble, come from homes broken by divorce, separa- 
tion or death, or from homes in which the boy’s chance for 
normal adjustment is reduced to a minimum by the clash of 
personalities and parental preoccupation with interests outside 
of the home. And in this same connection, Healy and Bronner, 
in a study of 143 male delinquents, found that only one in 
five expressed any love for father. Finally, Judge Leibowitz, of 
Brooklyn's highest criminal court, has concluded that the 
number one factor in the background of delinquents was an 
insufficiency or inadequacy of father. There is thus striking 
agreement among all of these authorities, even though they 
come from different professions and institutions: namely, the 
lack of psychological fatherhood in the development of de- 
linquency. 

In addition to the development of delinquency and anti- 
social patterns, there is another problem of considerable 
magnitude, although it is seldom discussed outside of psychi- 
atric-psychological channels. This problem concerns sexual 
deviations, particularly male homosexuality, transvestism and 
sex-role inversion. There is now a rather convincing array 
of evidence suggesting that boys who do not have a male 
figure at least some of the time in early childhood with which 
to identify are susceptible to sex-role disturbances and are 
more prone to develop sexually deviant behavior in adulthood. 
This likelihood is increased in boys who are emotionally 
smothered by their mothers and emotionally starved by their 
fathers. There no longer seems to be any doubt that consider- 
able risk is involved when the father is physically absent or 
psychologically distant ftom the son during the critical period 
from infancy to the third or fourth year. Passive, feminine 
male homosexuals typically have childhoods in which there 
was an abnormally close mother-son relationship, where the 
mother and son were overattached, physically and emotionally, 
to each other, while the father-son relationship was one of 
indifference, non-existence, or rejection, and there was no 
adequate male substitute. Thus, not only does the son’s char- 
acter development, in part, depend on an adequate father or 
male figure relationship, but, in addition, that son’s very 
masculine development and chances for a normal sexual 
life would appear to depend, in part, on adequate fathering 
in childhood. 

But it is not simply to avoid having a son grow up to be a 
misfit, or a deviant, or a delinquent, or a criminal that fathers 
are needed. There are positive aspects to this business of 
being a father, benefits and rewarding experiences for both 
father and child. In the case of a daughter, the father is often 
the first “boyfriend” in the little girl's life. Her first “romance” 
usually occurs at the age of three or four or five with her 
father. And what kind of man her father turns out to be in 
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her life will exert a very formative and lasting influence on 
her attitudes and feelings toward other members of the male 
sex. In this connection, a recent issue of Newsweek magazine 
contained an article on Caroline Kennedy who, it was pointed 
out, enjoys a warm and close relationship with her father. 
“The first things she does when she jumps out of her minia- 
ture four-poster bed in the morning is to scamper to his 
room, pop her dark blond head in the door, and call: ‘Hi 
Daddy.’ Sometimes when the President is working at his desk 
he will look out the window and spy Caroline romping on 
the south lawn. If there are no important visitors on hand, 
he will walk out into the rose garden and clap his hands. It’s 
a secret signal of their own and Caroline always comes run- 
ning.” Caroline is fortunate indeed to have a father who, 
though the busiest man in the world, finds time to be a father. 


In the case of a son, the father is or should be his most 
important model, an example after which to pattern his own 
behavior. For a boy to have a warm, close, genuinely affectzon- 
ate, mutually respectable relationship with his father probably 
contributes as much as any other single factor to that boy's 
psychological development and emotional maturity. 

It might be noted, in passing, that fathers may also exert 
far reaching influences in the cultivation of abilities and 
talents in their children. Take, for example, some of the 
greatest names in music: Mozart, Beethoven, Liszt, Bach, 
Brahms, etc. . . . all from early childhood taught music by 
their fathers. And many other notable examples could also be 
mentioned, James and John Stuart Mill, Henry and William 
James, etc. 

What is it that a father can provide that is so important in 
the life of a little child? Manv fathers seem to think that the 
answer to this question is a “good home,” 4.¢., good food, a 
good house, good clothes, etc. But these things have little to 
do with the emotional needs of the child. One of the best 
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answers to this question is from a book by English and Foster, 
quoted as follows: 

“Actually the things that a baby needs most cost very 
little in terms of dollars and cents. He has never heard 
of the Joneses. He is unconcerned about whether you 
have a million dollars or just enough to pay for his 
arrival. He does not care whether you have a new car 
or none at all. He can be as happy in a one room apart- 
ment as in a ten room house surrounded with landscaped 
gardening. What he wants is love, warmth, and acceptance 
for himself . . . strong arms to hold him and make him 
feel safe, smiles and cheerfulness, serenity and a sense 
of order, someone to come to him when he cries out of 
his sense of newness and strangeness. He wants you not to 
be too busy to play with him or too serious to enjoy 
him. He wants you to stir his awakening mind to a 
joy and interest in the world around him . . . He wants 
and needs emotional security.” 


These, then, are some of the things that a child needs from 
a father. It is in helping supply some of these compelling 
needs and wants that fathers are so necessary and, not only 
necessary, but obligated to supply them. Just as a highway 
sign in Kansas reads, “You are morally responsible for safe 
driving,” “Fathers are morally responsible for adequate father- 
ing.” 
When men fail to supply these fundamental needs of their 
children, i.e., when men fail as fathers, whatever success they 
may be in other respects, including eminence in their pro- 
fession, they have failed in life’s most serious and sacred 
trust. During the last four or five years, the writer has had 
occasion to counsel with disturbed military families and there 
have been a number of instances where the father was basically 
a failure as far as his children were concerned. Two actual 
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cases may be mentioned briefly: An adolescent boy, son of 
a highly successful career military officer, was referred for psy- 
criatric evaluation because of social maladjustment and juvenile 
offenses. This boy was unable to recall a single instance, not 
one, in his entire life when his father expressed any warmth 
and love to him. This was confirmed by the mother who 
stated, “My husband really never cared for our son, he seemed 
to resent him from the beginning, and he was never close or 
affectionate to him; he did, however, punish him frequently 
and often severely for any infraction or mistake.” The other 
case was that of an officer with high level responsibility, with 
an outstanding military record, who developed emotional 
difficulties himself and-had to be referred to another base for 
psychiatric evaluation. This man was such a failure as a father 
that all of his several children expressed their hope to their 
mother that she would not bring “him” (meaning their father) 
back home from the hospital when she returned! 


CONCLUSIONS 

In conclusion, there are two books and a parable that might 
be recommended to fathers everywhere. The books are: 
Fathers are Parents, Too, by English and Foster (Putnam’s, 
New York, 1951), and Understanding Your Boy by Flanagan 
(Rinehart, New York, 1950). Any father who would like to 
make a conscientious effort to develop further his adequacy as a 
father will find these books very helpful and full of sound, 
practical father-child psychology. The parable is that of the 
Prodigal Son as recorded in the Book of St. Luke. Dr. Charles 
Curran, Professor of Psychology at Loyola University, has 
referred to this parable as one of the most perfect short stories 
ever written. It is mentioned and. recommended here simply 
because it contains an account of fatherhood at its psychological 
best. 

What kind of life pattern should fathers provide their 
children? In trying to answer this question, it is especially 
important for fathers to remember above all that, Children 
Learn What They Live. How a child lives and what a child 
experiences is greatly influenced and in part even determined 
by how his father lives, his father’s values, his father’s char- 
acter: 


CHILDREN LEARN WHAT THEY LIVE 


If a child lives with criticism, he learns to condemn. 
If a child lives with hostility, he learns to fight. 
If a child lives with fear, he learns to be apprehensive. 
If a child lives with pity, he learns to be sorry for 
himself. 
If a child lives with jealousy, he learns to feel guilty. 
If a child lives with encouragement, he learns to be 
confident. 
If a child lives with praise, he learns to be appreciative. 
If a child lives with tolerance, he learns to be patient. 
If a child lives with acceptance, he learns to love. 
If a child lives with approval, he learns to like himself. 
If a child lives with recognition, he learns to have a 
goal. 
If a child lives with fairness, he learns what justice is. 
If a child lives with honesty, he learns what truth is. 
If a child lives with security, he learns to have faith 
in himself. 
If a child lives with friendliness, he learns that the 
world is a nice place in which to live.* 
Indeed, children do learn what they live, and fathers, for 
better or worse, have much to do with the final outcome. 


* Quoted from Hyde Park News, Hyde Park School for the Deaf, Los 
Angeles, California. 
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